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Just whom do they think 
they’re kidding? 
Sometimes, satire is at its most devastating 


when it is presented with a completely 
straight face and in such a way that only the 


connoisseur realises that his leg is being 


pulled. One was reminded of this during the 
recent ritual of court proceedings attending 
the controversy as to whether extracts from 
the book Spycatcher should be published. 

As one judge after another was called upon 
to adjudicate over the matter, we witnessed an 
impassioned national debate concerning the 
principles of “freedom of the press’ that were 


' supposed to be at stake. While we do not have 
depositions of these hearings, we can be sure 


that every distinguished member of the bench 
involved in the affair duly made his genuflect- 
ion to these principles before going on the 
utter the crucial conjunction ‘‘but...’’ In the 
case of most journalists, on the other hand, 
there was no ‘‘but’’ whatever. ‘Press 


freedom’ had to be absolute, and could not 


permit exceptions such as those arising in the 
Spycatcher case, otherwise it would be 
compromised in a way that was quite 
unacceptable. And soon. Andsoon. | 
The satirical nature of the whole episode 
should not, of course, need spelling out to our 
readers. The argument, from beginning to 
end, was pure farce because there is no ‘press 
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freedom’ in Britain today that can be 
compromised. In all essential respects, the 
press is tightly controlled — not by govern- 


. ment but by that small but powerful oligarchy 


that owns the newspapers and by the large 
companies that provide their advertising 
revenue. Every journalist in Fleet Street and 
in the world of broadcasting knows very well 
that there are certain ‘no-go’ areas of public 
controversy into which he or she dare not 
venture. The most prominent of these is 
‘racism’, i.e. any discussion of racial matters 
which includes the viewpoint that races are 
inherently different. Another is the political 
and financial power wielded by organised 
is. the underlying 
workings of our financial system in general. 
And the so-called ‘Holocaust’ may never, on 
any occasion, be subjected to scrutiny as to its 
authenticity, and we even have a Crown 
Court judge on record as saying that the 
theory that the Holocaust never happened is 
one that ‘‘cannot be tolerated in our society.” 
Nowhere in the press or on television or radio 
is it permitted to discuss, with any even-sided 
balance, whether there are forces of 
conspiracy at work in the world, directing 
major national and international events. In 
summary, the news and views that we are 
permitted to hear are tightly circumscribed by 
our media masters in accordance with what 
they deem is good for us to hear, and those 
masters have totally blacked out a vast area of 
fact and opinion, which indeed relates to all 
the truly important issues of our time. 

In addition to this, the present government 
has recently decided to keep under wraps until 
well into the next century vital cabinet papers 
which, if exposed to the light of public 
examination, might reveal much about the 
events surrounding World War II, and in 
particular Rudolf Hess’s flight to Britain in 


1940 in an attempt to negotiate an end to that 


slaughter, as well as the circumstances in 
which many loyal British citizens were flung, 
without trial, into concentration camps — 
yes, concentration camps! — for the crime 
of having opposed Britain’s involvement in 
the war. This mammoth-scale ‘hushing up’ of 
vital modern history has been accomplished 
with scarcely a murmur from anywhere. 


itorial judgement 


And yet here we have an impassioned 
national debate about the supposed dangers to 
‘freedom of information’ inherent in’ the 
government’s decision to ban the publication 
of certain revelations of a one-time MI5 
operative about methods used to embarrass 
the Wilson government of the 1970s — 
revelations the main gist of which is already 
more or less. widely known. The whole 
rumpus is comic, and of course is in addition 
utterly bogus. And it all makes one wonder 


. whether the public figures who have entered 


the debate with all the solemnity of people 
discussing a life-and-death issue are in fact 
complete imbeciles or very well briefed 
actors who know they are perpetrating afraud | 
upon the British people. 3 

That there cannot realistically be such a 
thing as complete press freedom, or any other 
media freedom, is something that should not 
ever be in serious dispute. National security 
and the national interest will always require 
that certain matters of high political sensit- 
ivity must be kept confidential, and where we 
have governments truly dedicated to those 


priorities no-one in his right mind would 


question their prerogative to conceal certain 
information coming into this category. 

But such a principle becomes sheer parody 
in the situation that now prevails in Britain, 
where every government we have, of 
whatever shade, is dedicated, not to the 
national interest, but to the destruction of our 
nationhood, and can therefore in no way 
defend the suppression of information on any 
such national pretext. And the parody is 
extended to the point of total absurdity when 
there is an earnest and passionate controversy 
about the threat to ‘press freedom’ posed by 
censorship of facts of a quite piffling nature, 
when other facts of incomparably greater 
importance are hidden from public view 
every day and with not a word of protest. Just 
whom do our guardians of the public 
conscience think they are kidding? 


A man with the right 
credentials 


Last month Mr. Peter Imbert took over as 
Chief Commissioner for London’s Metropol- 
itan Police. There must have been quite a 
large number of capable candidates lined up 
for the job but Mr. Imbert was the one who 


got it. What, we wonder, were the special 


attributes that gave him the edge over the 
others? 3 

Perhaps an extract from an interview with 
Imbert published in The Mail on Sunday in 
December 1984, when he was Chief 
Constable of Thames Valley Police, may give 
us a clue. Then he said:- 


‘‘There are six black faces in my family. My 
wife’s sister and my niece married coloured 
men and are raising multi-racial families. Our 
society is changing from the white, middle 
class stereotype that my generation grew up 
with. I welcome the change.”’ 


It was obvious from these words that Mr. 
Imbert was destined for higher things, and we 
have kept an eye on his career accordingly. It 
was no surprise therefore when we heard that 
he had been appointed boss of the Met. 
Shortly before he took over his new post, he 
gave a foretaste of what he was planning to 
do. In The Daily Mail of July 27th this year it 


‘was announced that under the Imbert regime 
in London ‘racial attackers’ would be charged 
with assault by Scotland Yard — ‘‘even if 
the victim shows no sign of injury.”’ 

The report went on to say that this policy, 
‘‘announced by new Metropolitan 
Commissioner Peter Imbert,” means that a 
push or a shove would be enough to justify 
court action and a possible jail sentence. 

Said The Mail:- 

‘‘The ‘psychological stress’ suffered by 
Blacks or Asians will be treated as seriously 
as physical scars used in a charge of assault 
Causing actual bodily harm. 

‘‘In the past, several cases of racial harrass- 
ment have been dropped because there was no 
sign of injury. Victims were advised to take 
action through the civil courts. 

‘SAll this will change when Mr. Imbert 
succeeds Sir Kenneth Newman as London’s 
top policeman next weekend. Mr. Imbert in 
an exclusive interview said that stamping out 
racial abuse would be his first priority.”’ 

First priority! Here we have a capital city 
whose inner suburbs are becoming pure 
' jungles where law-abiding people fear to 
tread. We have muggings reaching a record 
level, sometimes with old folk in their 
seventies and eighties receiving vicious 
beatings in the process. We have rapes on the 
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increase everywhere, these sometimes again. 


involving the very elderly. We have 
increasing numbers of cases of molestation, 
and sometimes murder, ot small children. 
And Mr. Imbert tells us that if a coloured man 
is so much as pushed or shoved — even if no 
injury resulted — this would be a matter of 
greater urgency than the other crimes 
mentioned! 

It is noticeable that in all this talk of ‘racial 
attacks’ and ‘racial harrassment’ it is always 
assumed that Whites are the guilty ones and 
Blacks and .Asians are the victims. Note 
reference to the *‘ ‘psychological stress’ 
suffered by Blacks and Asians.’’ No mention 
of similar stress suffered by white folk, 
particularly the elderly, when their neigh- 
bourhoods have become wholly unsafe to 
venture out in. | 

And of course if a white man jostles a black 
man that is a ‘racial attack’ but if a muscular 
young Black beats up an elderly white woman 
and takes her handbag that is not a racial 
attack, merely an ‘‘assault upon the person” 
and a ‘“‘robbery”’ 

But Mr. Imbert is not satisfied even there 

— there is more. In future, ‘racist taunts’ will 
be grounds for charges under the Public Order 
Act for ‘insulting and threatening behaviour’, 
and could carry sentences of up to 5 years. So 
watch out! You cannot now even use 
uncomplimentary language when speaking to 
a coloured person — certainly not if you refer 
to that person’s race — for fear of sacrificing 
several years of your freedom! 

By now it should be fairly clear to us what it 
is about Mr. Imbert that has commended him 
to the establishment as just the right man to 
take over law and order in London’s once fair 
city. He is not alone of course. The West 
Midlands has as its police chief another 


revolting multi-racialist groveller in Sir 


Geoffrey Dear, while in Greater Manchester 
there is Sir James Anderton, who — despite 


his reputation for being ‘right-wing’ on some. 


issues — is absolutely committed to the the 
race-mixing ideal. 


needle marks on her son’s arm. 
excuses for him,”’ 


The average British copper remains what 


he has always been: a decent and fair fellow 
who probably does not like the invasion of our 
land anymore than we do. But it is clear that 
those picked to graduate to the police 
hierarchy — particularly in areas of high 
immigrant concentration — are political 
appointees, singled out, not for their ability or 
achievement in fighting crime, but for their 
willingness to be establishment toadies and to 
join the politicians in their unceasing war 
against the indigenous British people. 

Mr. Peter Imbert is just the latest of the 
bunch. Those who wage the struggle for the 
British people in the nation’s capital had 
better be careful — they cannot say they have 
not been warned! 


Delights of the new Spain 


Back in the 1970s, upon the death of 
Generalissimo Franco, Spain began making 
her first moves towards ‘democracy’, that 
political system that always has to be put in 
inverted commas because no such system in 
reality ever exists, every so-called ‘democ- 
racy’ being merely a squalid racket in which 
one set of arbitrary rulers has replaced 
another. In the case of Spain, Franco may 
indeed have been an arbitrary ruler but he was 
an extremely benevolent one and brought 
immense benefits to his country in the way of 
increased economic development, all-round 
prosperity and an orderly, law-abiding 
society. The Spanish people, however, like 


most nations, have short memories. Having. 
been brought to near ruin and collapse by 
‘democratic’ forces prior to the coming of 


Franco, they opted, after his- death, for a 
return to rule by those same forces. More than 
a decade after this process began, we cam now 
see some of the fruits of this decision. 
Visitors to the country these days 
encounter in the towns and cities a strange 
new smell. In time they find out that it is the 
smell of drugs. Spanish youth today lives 
under some of the slackest drug laws to be 


found anywhere in the world. In Madrid alone 


there are some 40,000 known heroin addicts. 
One typical example is 18-year-old Antonio 
Romero, now in prison. According to his 
mother, he started glue-sniffing at school 
when he was 10. Then it was the hash at 12 or 
13. A year ago she first started to notice the 
‘ʻI make no 
she says, ‘‘but where I live 
all the youngsters smoke pot. They think it is 
alright. The government has a very bad 
attitude. They don’t understand these 


problems. They have a passive attitude to 
drugs.” i 

Spain in the Franco period was peaceful 
and orderly in public places; not any more. 
Today riots are convulsing the country and 
industrial unrest is spreading. In the first half 


of this year students and steel workers have 
gone on violent rampages, health service 


doctors and medical staff have staged strikes, 


courts have closed because of striking 
Officials and thousands of mothers have 
marched to protest against the government’s 
softly-softly attitude to drug-taking. 

Crime has rocketed. In 1976, shortly 
before Spain’s first ‘democratic’ elections in 
40 years, there were 3,660 recorded robberies 
in the whole of the country. In 1986 that 
figure had jumped to 49,423! 

-In almost any town, shops can be found 
which peddle the vilest kinds of hard porn, 
and the nation’s major daily newspapers 
regularly carry advertising columns for 
pornographic films and homosexual dating 
agencies. The deputy editor of one of these 
papers, when asked if she did not think her 
paper was promoting an unhealthy trend, just 
laughed and said: ‘‘Spain is waiting for 
democracy to work. We must be patient with 
it. 99 

One British lecturer who teaches English at 
Madrid University, has spoken of an end-of- 
course dinner he attended at which 80 girls 
aged 23 were present and not one single one 
of them married. Marriage, apparently, has 
gone out of fashion in the new Spain. 

Tourists to Spain this year, unlike 10 or 
more years ago, stand an extremely good 
chance of being mugged. According to police 
Statistics, the desperation to obtain money for 
drugs is by far the largest motive of the 
muggers. 

Such are the blessings of the new liberalism 
which Spaniards are now playing with as 
children would play with a novelty toy. They 
evidently have not listened thoroughly 
enough to their grandfathers and grand- . 
mothers, who have seen it all before. What 
was not so long ago the only remaining 
healthy country in Europe has joined the 
cesspit along with the rest. ‘Freedom’ has 
come to Iberia, and she is being welcomed, as 
was predictable, into the 20th century 
community of nations. 


Guards raise the white flag 


All of the press enjoyed a good drool 
recently when Richard Grant Stokes became 
the first black Guardsman in the modern 
army. Photos of the new recruit were splashed 
lavishly over the columns of the papers, along 
with reports heralding this latest symptom of 
‘progress’, some of them showing the young 
Mr. Stokes with his black natural mother and 
his white adopted mother standing proudly 
either side of him. 

One is inclined to feel almost sorry for this 
young fellow, who quite obviously is just a 
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KILLED IN INFANCY 


JOHN TYNDALL tells the brief story of the Nationalist 


Alliance, which the NF leadership has now terminated 


JUST TWO MONTHS 
announced in this magazine that an agree- 
ment had been reached between the British 


National Party and the National Front (the 


Support Group faction, not the other 
faction) to form a working alliance under 
which the two organisations would move 
closer together and co-operate in certain 
joint ventures. It was implicit in this 
arrangement at the start, as we understood 

it, that part of the function of this alliance 
would be to serve as a stepping stone to the 
eventual formation of one single nationalist 
party, by setting up a dialogue between the 
two groups to explore the possibilities for 
such a party and to overcome, by discuss- 
ion, the barriers placed in the way of sucha 
union. 

Sensible nationalists everywhere greeted 
this as an extremely welcome forwaid step, 
after the rivalry and bickering of the past 7 
years and the resulting impotence of national- 
ism in British politics. Would we seize this 
opportunity to transcend these petty divisions 
and march forward again, as we did in the 
1970s, as a unified force? 

Well, ` it seems that some are grimly 
resolved that we should not. For we have just 
heard that the ‘steering committee’ of the 
National Front Support Group has, by a 
majority vote, decided to terminate the 
alliance a mere two months after giving its 
agreement to it. 

After informing our readers of this promis- 
ing development in our June issue, we owe it 
to everyone to try to cast some light on what 
has happened. 


WHERE THE IDEA CAME FROM 


Right at the start, [ should make one thing 
clear: the first initiative to create the alliance 
came, not from the BNP, but from the 
National Front. 

The BNP had taken several initiatives to 
promote a coming together of nationalist 


groups in the preceding years, and the last 
- such initiative occurred in 1985, when NF 


leaders and members were invited to come to 
a BNP meeting in North London and one such 
leader was invited to speak on the platform at 
that meeting, which was staged to promote 
nationalist unity. 

The leader in question eventually decided 
not to come after originally indicating that he 
would come. A few of his members did come, 
and instead of contributing constructively to 
the proceedings they made themselves 
thoroughly objectionable to the assembled 
company by the shouting of abuse and insults 


at the platform. This exhibtion disgusted our. 


own members present, and there was 
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AGO we 


afterwards a fairly unanimous consensus that 
the time for unity initiatives by the BNP had 
expired, and that there should be no further 
contact with the NF unless the initiative to 
establish that contact came, for a change, 
from the other side. 

This was just what happened earlier this 
year. A group of people within the NF 
approached my colleague Stanley Clayton- 
Garnett, who had been appointed to perform a 
role of liaison with other nationalist groups at 
such times when the opportunities for liaison 
occurred. There had for a year or two preced- 
ing this moment been some loose contact 
between Mr. Clayton-Garnett and certain NF 
personnel, involving discussions of the issues 
dividing the two groups and of ways and 
means by which they could work in co-oper- 
ation, but nothing concrete had ever emerged. 
Mr. Clayton-Garnett repeatedly showed 
willingness to meet and talk to the people 
concerned, and spent many hours of his 
valuable time doing just that. His reports to 
me of these encounters continually spoke of 
the extreme difficulty of ever tying the other 
parties down to anything meaningful and 
tangible. While there was some sign, at least, 
of a friendly attitude on the part of the people 
he met, every positive proposal for practical 
collaboration reached a dead end when it 
came to getting the agreement of the NF 

‘steering committee’ to do anything. My 
colleague’s considerable reserves of patience 
— always greater than mine! — were beginn- 
ing to run out when a fresh approach was 
made to him in the Spring of this year. 

This time a proposal was forthcoming 
which seemed to contain something more 
solid than anything that had emerged 


previously. It was that the BNP and the 
- faction of the NF concerned form a working 
alliance, somewhat similar to the alliance in - 
mainstream politics between the Liberals and 


the SDP. As part of this alliance, the two 
groups should maintain an electoral pact, 


„under which they undertook not to compete 


against each other in elections; they should 
agree to a free flow of publications between 
each other; they should pool resources in the 
promotion of certain joint activities; they 
should agree not to attempt to ‘poach’ each 


-other’s members; and they should institute 


talks to explore the differences between them 
on ideological, policy and constitutional 
matters, so as to see whether these differences 
could be narrowed and eventually eliminated. 


FIRST MEETING 


Despite the snubs and insults we had 
received on the previous occasions on which 


we had, on our initiative, made approaches to 


the NF, we decided to react to this approach 
from them in a friendly manner — hoping that 
it was indicative of a new attitude. On a visit 
to Leeds last May, I met Mr. Andrew Brons 
of the National Front, who had, to his credit, 
been prominent among those who sought a 
reconciliation with us. The meeting took 
place in the company of Mr. Clayten-Garnett 
and another colleague of mine, Andrew 
Oxley. With Mr. Brons we discussed the 
proposals that had been put forward. 

On the way to the venue of the meeting a 
small incident occurred which I could not 
help feel was rather portentious. Lounging in 
the street near the meeting place were three 
young men who looked as if they’d been 
dragged through a drain backwards. I 
presumed them to be people who, if they had 
any politics at all; were allied to the loony left 
— until one of them extended a greeting to my 
two friends. On asking who they were, I was 
told they were members of the local National 
Front. Were they representative of the type of 
people comprising the NF in Leeds? I asked. 
Of a good many of them, was the reply. 

This highlighted an undoubted difficulty 
that lay in the way of our endeavours to bring 
the two factions closer together. The Front, © 
while containing plenty of excellent national- 
ists, has in recent years recruited a not sinall 
element of human dregs into its organisation. 
My colleagues in Leeds, in order to show a 
friendly spririt of nationalist collaboration, 
have recently allowed the local NF to hold 
their branch meetings on the premises we are 
fortunate enough to possess there. Our own 
observers at such meetings have frequently 
been appalled at the scruffiness, bad 
behaviour and filthy language of many of 
those in attendance, in-addition to the fact that 
some of them would appear also to be high on 
drugs. The phenomenon is not limited to 
Leeds, for I have seen NF personnel of similar 
type elsewhere. Clearly, if the two organisat- 
ions ever did merge together, a drastic 
‘weeding out’ of these elements would be 
necessary. . 

I met Andrew Brons for the first time in 7 
years and was pleased that our encounter took 
place in a cordial atmosphere, bearing in 
mind the considerable differences that have 
divided us in that interval. I have not changed | 
my views over the matters on which we 
became divided, and I do not necessarily 
expect that he has either. I resolved, however, 
that we would regard these matters as past 
history, and this seemed to be his view also. 

I listened to his suggestions on the 
proposed alliance and could find no reason to 
disagree with them. There did not seem to me 
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any useful point in asking why, when we had 
made friendly approaches to his people in the 
past, we had simply been spat upon, and what 
had occasioned this pronounced change of 
attitude that we were now witnessing.. As I 
have said, the best thing to do was treat the 
past as past and say or do nothing to prejudice 
the chance of building a better spirit for the 
future. 


_ After agreement had been reached on the 


basics of the proposal, the matter was then put 
by Mr. Brons to the steering committee of his 
organisation. As will be known, the BNP 
‘functions in a different way to the NF: policy 


decisions in our party are my own personal 


responsibility and prerogative, although in 
practice there is always prior consultation 
where they involve matters of great import- 
ance. In the case of the NF, such decisions are 
made, as they have been since 1971, by the 
majority vote of committees. In this case, 
however, I was informed shortly afterwards 
that the NF committee had endorsed the 
alliance agreement, and I therefore felt able to 
announce it to our members and supporters in 
the June issues of Spearhead and British 
Nationalist and in an internal bulletin to local 
party officers. 


LIAISON COMMITTEE 


A liaison committee was set up to help the 
alliance to operate, and the first meeting of 
this committee was held in Leeds on July 
19th. As the proposal had first come from 
those on the NF side that the two organisat- 
ions should hold certain joint activities, I 
‘naturally hoped that ‘at this meeting such 
activities would be discussed and some 
concrete proposals for them put forward. In 
the outcome, nothing transpired and I was 
informed by my colleagues present that the 
other party did not seem interested in any such 
undertakings. I thereupon wrote a letter to 
Andrew Brons in which I made certain 
concrete proposals myself for joint activities 
in the Autumn of this year, as well as inviting 
Mr. Brons (or one of his associates) to 
contribute an article to Spearhead on the theme 
of nationalist unity. 

In the meantime an event occurred which 
did not bode well for our project. A silly, 
childish and quite puerile article appeared in 
the leader column of The Flag newspaper, an 
organ of the NFSG, attacking certain 
prominent BNP personnel, though not by 
name, and saying that, although the alliance 
idea was to be welcomed, there could never 


be any question of the NF ever joining ferces 


with us. The author of this outburst is a person 
of whom I have a little knowledge. There are 
certain facts of his past background which I 


am not permitted by law to publish here. 


What I can mention was that in the 1970s, 
when I was leader of the National Front, he 
was local organiser of a branch not far from 
my home in Sussex. It duly came to light that 
he had solicited a fairly large donation froma 
local lady supporter and had spent it, or most 
of it, on a motor vehicle which later turned out 
to be fit only for the scrapyard, thus involving 


large additional expenses in a mounting spiral 
of futile repairs. In no way did the needs of the 
branch remotely justify these expenses, and it 
was quite obvious that the vehicle had been 
purchased mainly for this man’s private use. 
He was placed on a disciplinary charge by the 
regional organiser for the area for this and 
other actions, and was subsequently, quite 
properly, expelled from the party. 


After the NF came under new management 


following my resignation in 1980, the man 
was quickly reinstated, along with a number 
of other former rejects — as part of what 


seemed to be a general amnesty for all one- 


time offenders and trouble-makers. In a quite 
astonishing twist of events, he then rose, 
through the democratic process that operates 
in the NF, to become the leader of the party a 


_ few years later. He also became editor of the 
party paper, and it was in this capacity that he 


made his recent attack on the BNP. 
Needless to say, we were somewhat 
baffled to read this attack such a short time 
after concluding an agreement with the NF 
under which we were given to understand that 
both parties had undertaken, among other 
things, 
matches against each other. It would have 


been, I think, not unreasonable had we 


decided, as a result of this, to terminate the 
agreement and the alliance, and a number of 
my associates in the BNP expressed 


sentiments to me along these lines. I decided 


that we should not do this, however, as that 
would have been to play into the hands of 
drivel-mongers such as the writer of the 
article, who clearly had hoped that we would 
slam shut the door of reconciliation in pique at 
his tirade. I was assured by those in the NF 
with whom the agreement had been worked 
out that they had not been aware that this 
attack was in the pipeline and that when they 
read it they disapproved of it and wished to 
dissociate themselves from it. We therefore 
printed what I feel was a fairly restrained 
response to the attack in our two main public- 


ations last month, and we urged our members. 
Not to adopt an anti-NF attitude just because 


some people in the NF were opposed to us. 


ALLIANCE SCUPPERED 


All this, however, now seems to have been 
to no avail. The NFSG steering committee, 
which had approved the alliance that was 
initiated by members of their own camp a 
short time ago, have now apparently done a 
complete U-turn and terminated it. Their 


reasons? So far as I can ascertain, they are 


these:- 


They claim to have had word from certain- 


personnel in the BNP to the effect that I have 
said that I will never consent to a merger 
between the two parties except on terms under 
which :my own leadership and the BNP 


constitution and basic policies will prevail. In- 


this case, I cannot see what is new about the 
situation. These conditions were made 
perfectly clear in the columns of British 


Nationalist over a year ago, and in recent 


discussions with representatives of the NF I 


not to engage in public slanging 


have said nothing whatever to give rise to the 
idea that they have changed. I certainly have 


-not pressed the point in these discussions, 


because obviously my policy has been to 
contribute to the establishment of a friendly 
atmosphere and to concentrate for the 
moment on matters on which we can agree 
rather than raise those over which we are in 
risk of disagreeing. The question of a merger 
between the two parties simply has not been 
on the immediate agenda, but has been 
mutually accepted as ain issue to be discussed, 
possibly, in the future if the alliance 
proceeded satisfactorily and the gulf between 
our two groups was reduced in the way 
desired. Then, and only then, would be the 
time to argue such an issue. I saw no purpose 
whatever in arguing it when it was not in 
contention. 


MY POSITION 


Now that the issue has been raised, 
however, it is only right that I should deal 
with it and explain my position. 

Anxious and desirous though I am to mend 
the breach that has arisen between nationalists 
in this country over the past few years and to 
make possible the formation of one single 
unified nationalist party, I see no point 
whatever in doing so if the result is going to be 
to place that party under the control of people 


who have quite manifestly failed in the role of 


leadership in which they have placed 
themselves. | | 
In the 1970s, when I led the National Front, 


it grew to a membership variously estimated 


at between 10,000 and 15,000 and became a 
national force that was talked about almost 
daily throughout the country and indeed 
across the world —- so frightening its 
Opponents that on one occasion a whole 
Labour Party political broadcast was given up 
to warning the nation of the threat that it 
represented. 

1 am far from wishing to claim sole credit 
for this considerable achievement. It was the 
work of many people, and I could not 
possibly have accomplished it on my own and 
without. the collaboration of numerous 
capable colleagues. Whilst I retain some 
pride in my own contribution to that success, I 
am always well aware of the debt I owe to 
those who worked with me. We had a team of 
talents, and I was simply captain of that team. 
The team could not have functioned, 
however, without a captain, and in this 
respect I think I can say that I did not let down 
those people who chose me to do the job. 
Some things I did wrong, certainly, but I 
think the success of the party during those 
years is evidence that there were many more 
things that I did right. 

Since my departure from the leaership of 
the NF in 1980, those who have taken over 


‘control of the organisation have run it 


practically into the ground. One disastrous 


decision has followed another, with the result 


that the party is now at a fraction of its former 
strength. In addition to this, it is split into two 
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- | KILLED IN INFANCY 


_ (Contd. trom prev. page) 


warring factions both of whom lay claim to 


the party name while warmly hating each 


other’s guts. 

The representatives of the faction with 

which we. have been negotiating have been 

. eager to blame present ills on the leader of the 
opposing faction but, as I have pointed out to 
them, it was the system of which they approve 
that put him there. 

Watchers of the nationalist scene will recall 
that last year both factions issued long state- 
ments of denigration against other, accusing 

their adversaries of the most unimaginable 
crimes and omissions of duty. As one of my 
colleagues said to me after we had both read 
these missives, ‘‘it’s a matter of mammoth 


= coek-ups all round”? (although i in fact he used 


a cruder expression than ‘cock-up’). 
Of course when reading these screeds one 


has to make due allowance for the propensity . 


of the authors for fabrication. However, if 
only one-tenth of the accusations made by 

each side against the other were true, that is 
testimony enough to my friend’s summing up 
of the affair. 


DENIGRATING THEIR BETTERS 


During all this time in which these people 
have brought their own party to impotence 
and schism, they have of course been busy in 


their publications. denigrating the efforts of 
their predecessors who, while not perfect, can , 


point to an achievement besides which their 


own looks pretty tenth rate. Andinaneffortto. ™ 
boost their sagging numbers they have taken _ 


in all manner of human oddments and misfits, 
whose behaviour has, almost for the first 
time, lent an aura of authenticity to the 
propaganda of the party’s enemies. Some 
genius among the leadership one day thought 
it would be a terrific idea to ‘get in’ on the 
‘pop’ music and football hooligan scene, and 
the party’s propaganda duly started to pander 


to those elements among British youth 


addicted to these cults. The result? Certainly, 
new recruits were won over, but they were 
new recruits who, almost to a man, were 
useless for any serious political endeavour. 
While in the past the NF could never claim to 
be ‘respectable’ in the colour of its politics, it 


could at least boast that it was comprised 


mainly of people who were respectable with 
regard to their own persons, appearance, 
behaviour and private lives. There were some 
exceptions to this, and where these 
exceptions appeared I attempted, not always 
with success, to persuade the party’s ruling 
committee to get rid of them. By and large, 
however, the membership in the 1970s 
consisted of the best elements of the British 
population, and people I was proud to lead. 
Today, while it is still possible to say the same 
thing of a part of the NF membership, there is 
another, not insignificant, part that is a 
positive embarrassment to nationalism. 
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THE NEW GURUS 


One of the many retrograde steps taken in 
the NF in recent years has been that of 


allowing the party to become bogged down in 


sectarian conflicts of ‘ideology’. In my own 
time I took great care to steer the party clear of 
this tendency. It sufficed that we were all 
British Nationalists and agreed on a few broad 
and basic principles of national and patriotic 
doctrine; we did not attempt to take up an 


‘ideological’ position on every piffling topic. 


Had we done, we would immediately have 
opened up a conflict between ‘right-wing’ 
and ‘left-wing’ factions and run the risk of 
alienating a large portion of that very public 
that was our most likely source of support. 
This simple rule, which does not require 
any great political brain to fathom but is just a 
matter of simple common sense, has been 


‘flung overboard in recent years. The result is 


I relate these facts without any acrimony. 
Were I still acrimonious about them, it is 
hardly likely that I would have agreed to met 
my former adversaries and form an alliance 
with them, as I recently did. It would be 
positively criminal, however, were I to ignore 
them or forget them in crucial decisions I 
made concerning future policy. 

In the past few years I have struggled hard, 


with others, to build a new organisation 


founded on firm principles of strong leader- 
ship, internal discipline, high-quality 
personnel, teamwork and unity. There never 
was the remotest possibility that in this time 
we could have created a movement as large as 
the NF was in the 1970s — the division in the 
nationalist camp and the dispersal of 
resources resulting from it have always 
placed strict limits on the size of any party that 
could be built under such conditions, and this 


THE NEW GUARD OF THE FRONT IN THE 1980s 
These are the types that the NF leadership has been at pains to recruit. Believe it or not, 
the specimens shown here are female! 


that some of the public stances taken by some 
‘of the party’s spokesmen are hard to disting- 


uish from those of Labour’s ‘Militant 
Tendency’, and with the quite predictable 


results. Simultaneously, there has been the 


equally predictable ‘ideological’ split. 
Apparently, the ‘radical’ stand taken by the 
party’s new red guards was not. ‘radical’ 


enough for some others, and the one-time 


‘radicals’ are now being called the ‘reaction- 
aries’. It would all be comical if it were not so 
tragic. 

One of the highly contentious issues that 
was involved in my own resignation in 1980 
was my determination to get rid of one 
prominent individual in the party who had 
become notorious for his homosexual 
peccadillos. I was vigorously opposed on this 
matter by the majority of the party’s 
committee and the man stayed. Then 4 years 
later those very same people who had 
opposed me themselves combined to oust the 
same individual in an extremely. messy plot 
that eventually led to court action and big 
lawyers’ bills. | 


situation is liable to remain until such time as 
nationalism is again unified. 

But we have succeeded in creating an 
organisation that has the attributes that we 
have striven for. By contrast with others, it 
has had no serious internal split; the worst that 
has happened is that the odd few individuals 
have had to be cast out, and they have been 
very few indeed. Any gathering of our 
members will reveal that they are people of 


the sort you can present proudly to anyone, 


anywhere. We do not waste our time with 
ridiculous conflicts of ideology. We have an 
admirable machinery for ensuring rapid 
decision and action at all times. Last but not 
least, we dre financially solvent, having 
carefully husbanded our limited monetary 
resources and not frittered them away on 
idiotic schemes or on bouts of internal 
warfare. 

We certainly are aware of the need to grow 
larger, but this growth must not be at the 
expense of those qualities and strengths that I 
have named. It is with this consideration in 
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mind that I have come to regard the BNP as 
the model and prototype upon which any 
future expanded nationalist movement must 
be based. If, in order to achieve short-term 
expansion, we allowed the resources of 
membership and material that we have 
‘painstakingly acquired to come under the 
control of people who have made an almighty 


hash of everything they have undertaken over 


the past 7 years, we would be guilty of sheer 
madness. 


FAULTY SYSTEM 


_ I want to make it clear here that I am not 
condemning all the individuals who have 
been involved in the running of the National 
Front over this period. First and foremost I 
condemn the faulty principles and procedures 
upon which the party has been based, and 


which have elevated so many dunces to high > 


office. I condemn the refusal to accept any 
individual as the leader in the proper sense of 
the word and to give that individual respons- 
ibility for what is done. As long as no proper 
authority or responsibility exist, it is natural 
that people of C3 calibre will get in on the act, 
enjoy the feeling of power that comes of 
_ Sitting on the numerous committees and play 
about with the party and cause as if they are 


some gigantic game for their own personal 


amusement. | | 

This issue of leadership was the one over 
which I parted company with the Front in 
1980, and I have been proved right 100 times 
over in all that has subsequently happened. 

Beyond this, it is undoubtedly true that 
‘some individuals have to. be condemned. 
They are individuals who, when the time has 
come for voting, have consistently voted in 
the direction opposite to that demanded by 
sense, by logic and by the transcendent 


interests of the cause of nationalism. I do not ` 


even venture to name them here because I 
cannot know precisely who they are, not 
being privy to their councils. When the 
principle is adopted that everyone is 
responsible, the practice turns out that no-one 
is responsible. 

Undoubtedly, there are people in the NF 
ranks — and, I am willing to concede, in the 
leading ranks —. who do have the cause of 
nationalism at heart, and I appreciate their 
efforts to mend the bridges between us. 

But all the evidence is that, up to now, they 
have been overrulled by the powers of 
silliness, pettiness, childishness and vested 
self-interest. This latest fiasco affecting our 
short-lived alliance is a classic example. ~~ _ 

I simply am not prepared, and under no 
circumstances would be prepared, to place 
myself in a position of subordination to such 
people, or indeed to a committee on which it 
was possible that those people might prevail 
in the majority. 

I have come, by long and bitter experience, 
to be against the whole procedure of leader- 
ship by committees — any committees. It 


might work in benevolent societies or sports 


clubs, but it cannot work in a movement 
engaged in a war for national survival. It is 


_absolutely necessary that one man be 


responsible, albeit that he is human and may 
sometimes err. | 

But I would particularly be against leader- 
ship by the kind of committee liable to be 
formed in the event of a merger with the NF, 
if we adopted a constitution modelled on that 
employed by that party, with such disastrous 
results, in past years. The same individuals 
whose majority decisions have led the Front 
to decline, division and near ruin would, 
without the slightest of doubt, lead us too to 
decline, division and near ruin. 

Decisions in our party are not made upon 
my instant personal whim; they are made after 


careful consultation, during which I can — 


sometimes be persuaded to change my 
original view. But this consultation is with 
colleagues whom I have picked for their good 
sense, their maturity of judgement, their 


‘sound character and their record of positive. 


achievement. They are people with whom I 
have a natural rapport and for whom I have a 
healthy respect. Even then, neither they nor I 
would wish that decisions be made by head- 
counting. They give their views. I make the 
decisions. Then if I turn out to be wrong I can 
blame no-one but myself. 

But even less would we be prepared to have 
decisions made by head-counting when a 
good many, possibly the majority, of the 
heads concerned belong to people who have 
made one blunder after another in the past, 
whose judgement has proved catastrophic and 
who, to put it in the most basic of terms, could 


- not run a booze-up in a brewery — as their 


record with their own party indicates with 
overwhelming clarity. 

It would be the surest recipe for the ruin, 
probably beyond all repair, of everything we 
have built. 

So my position is — yes, if there is to be a 
union of forces, I lead it — until such time as a 
man more competent than I appears. 

And it should be led in accordance with a 
constitution that has been proved strong and 
workable, rather than one that has been 
proved weak and disastrous. Such a constit- 
ution must be moulded, in all its essentials, on 
that of the BNP. 7 


THE RECORD 


There will of course be those who will 


hasten to describe this as gare but the 


record proves otherwise. 

The fact is that when it comes to subord- 
inating one’s own ego and sacrificing one’s 
own position in the higher interest my own 
record is somewhat better than those of the 
people who make such charges against me. In 


1967, when a similar situation existed, with 
nationalists trying to achieve a unification of. 
forces out of several diverse and splintered 


groups, I had no hesitation in sacrificing my 
Own group and my own position as head of 
that group in the interests of what we were 
trying to achieve. I placed myself uncondit- 
ionally under the leadership of A.K. 
Chesterton, who had become the. head of then 
then newly emergent National Front, because 


I recognised him as by far the most qualified 
and capable man for the job — notwithstand- 
ing that I had had some past quarrels with 
him. I was even prepared to accept, for the 
while, a position of non-membership of the 
new movement to assist the proceess of 
absorption of my group into the NF. 

Some years later, when a member of the 
NF ruling committee but not yet its leader, I 


was confronted with an opportunity to obtain 


the leadership by means of a motion which, 
had it been carried, would have placed me in 
that position. I got the motion stopped — 
because I did not think that a change of leader- 
ship was desirable at the time. 

When I gave way to A.K. Chesterton in 
1967 I was a good deal younger and less 
experienced than he, just as most of the 
would-be ‘leaders’ of the NF are a good deal 
younger and less experienced than I am now. 
I then recognised my own limitations. At the 
present time it does not seem that these people 
recognise their limitations. And that is the 
problem. 

My hope in entering this alliance — and I 
must remind everyone again that the proposal 
for the alliance came from the National Front 
side and not from our side — was that, 
through closer contact and the setting up of 
dialogue, above all through the leaving 
behind us of the atmosphere of bitterness and 
antagonism resulting from the past, we could 
discuss amicably those problems that had to 
be overcome if unity was to be possible, and 
to find our way, by common consent, to a 
formula for unity that would work and 
endure. 

But the wise young men of the National 
Front have decided otherwise. What their side 


initiated, they have now scotched. A great 


deal of our time has been wasted, and we are 
back to square one. 


WHAT WE CAN STILL DO 


But maybe not quite. I have said that there 
are still in the National Front genuine nation- 
alists who have a sensible attitude. I certainly 
believe that to be.so. 

If some of their leaders have rejected the 
opportunity to heal our divisions and to break 
out from political obscurity and impotence 
into the stakes for national power, that does. 
not mean that everyone has to follow them. 

The. door to reconciliation is still open to 
those who wish to avail themselves of it. Two 
groups of people in the NF, most of. the 
party’s one-time Tower Hamlets branch and 


‘the majority of its former Doncaster branch, 


have opted to walk through that door and are 
now engaged, with us, in promoting the unity 
we all want. They need not be the only ones. 

With the reservations I have made earlier 
about various human misfits — the weirdos, 
the punks, the mohicans, the glue-sniffers, . 
the boozers and the football yobbos — all 
others who care to take the road the Tower 
Hamlets and Doncaster people have taken 


‘will be assured of a warm welcome. 


We had hoped that it would be possible to 
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NATURE VERSUS NURTURE 
IN THE SOVIET UNION 


As social problems increase, Russia’s bosses face 
increasing pressure to abandon environmentalist dogma 


THE REVOLUTIONARY FOUNDERS of 
Communist Russia believed that they 
could create a ‘New Soviet Man’ by intro- 
ducing a new social environment. They 
rejected the idea that human nature is 
limited by inherited traits, and embraced 
the notion that they could nurture those 
qualities they sought — intelligence, 
obedience, morality — and do away with 
social ills such as alcoholism, prostitution, 
crime, corruption and even laziness as 
‘vestiges of Capitalism’ left over from the 
Czarist era. 

This debate, pitting nature against nurture 
and heredity against environment, is a 
familiar one in the West as well. But in 


Russia, where it is also called ‘‘the biological 


versus the social,’’ it was linked to the 
marxist roots of the regime and became a 
crucial ideological issue. 

_ Now things are beginning to change, and it 
is difficult for a westerner to understand just 
how high the stakes are for the Soviet rulers. 
For what is being questioned is not just a 
scientific theory or just a definition concern- 
ing the essential nature of man, but the very 
claim of the Communist Party that it can make 
man over in its image, a claim whose theolog- 
ical overtones are echoed in the fears and 
passions that this debate arouses. 


The debate is a mirror of changing ideology 


and politics in the USSR, and it reflects the 
ebbing of revolutionary optimism in that 
‘society. It has, in fact, already resulted in the 
modification of reigning educational and 
psychological theories, although the contrev- 
ersy continues to rage and so far no faction 
has emerged a clear winner. | 

Hundreds of articles and reviews have 
appeared on the subject, embracing publicat- 
ions as varied as official Communist Party 
- journals, literary and educational periodicals, 
and underground political manuscripts of 
both the left and the right wings of the Soviet 
dissident movement. 

A prominent figure in the discussions has 
been Elena Chernenko, daughter of the late 
Soviet leader. Konstantin Chernenko himself 
pronounced on the issue in one of his major 
speeches. 

The basic question is one which has been 
raised around the world: Why do some people 
become brilliant scientists or artists, while 
others become criminals or misfits? Are 
environmental factors — such as social back- 


ground and schooling — primarily respons- 


ible, or does heredity play a major role? And 
if heredity and environment are both 
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For some time we in SPEARHEAD have 
maintained that those forces which took over 
Russia at the time of the Revolution in 1917 are 
no longer completely in control of that country 
today. A struggle is taking place inside the Soviet 
Union between the old guard (largely Jewish) 
internationalists. who are the direct heirs of the 
Revolution and the new guard of Russian nation- 
alists who, while paying lip service to ‘socialist’ 
doctrines for tactical reasons, actually seek to 
reverse much that the Revolution stood for. 


‘Occasionally, things come out of Russia which 
~- reveal'that these counter-revolutionary forces are 


gaining in influence. 

The article we are printing here was first 
published in N.S. BULLETIN, newsletter of the 
New Order, PO Box 14543, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53214,°U.S.A. It is written by a highly respected 
scientist and educator who has to remain 
anonymous or he would lose his employment. It 
shows how the science of genetics, virtually 
outlawed in the original revolutionary Russia, is 
now making a come-back and gaining much 
ground among thinkirig people. The author of the 
article has visited the Soviet Union and spoken to 
many of its citizens, from whom he has been able 
to learn how recognition of genetic truths is 
gradually replacing the old environmental 
superstitions, discredited as the latter have been 
by trial and failure. 


involved, what is their relative significance in 
this process? 


HEREDITY DOCTRINES AT ONE 
TIME ‘SUBVERSIVE’ 


. What makes the debate in the Soviet Union 
remarkable is that hitherto any questioning of 
nurturist doctrine would have been 
considered politically subversive. It was 
Marx, after all, who stated that the social 
environment of a person determines his 
‘consciousness’. This was traditionally inter- 
preted as denying a significant role to heredity 
as an explanation of human behaviour. As a 
matter of fact, genetic interpretations of 
human behaviour were actually banned in 
Soviet publications from the mid- 1930s to the 
early 1970s. 

Soviet educational psychologists during 
the 1940s and 1950s even included an explan- 


ation of human intelligence in their nurturist 


theories. They considered intelligence as a 
characteristic acquired during childhood, and 
not something present at birth. IQ tests were 
not used in the Soviet Union, although there 
were examinations for aptitude in specific 


subjects, such as mathematics and physics. 
Soviet psychologists believed that intell- 
ectual achievement — as a social product — 
could be measured, but not native intell- 
igence, which they considered a false 
concept. All Soviet theories of psychology 
and education under Stalin rested on this 


nurturist assumption. Trofim Lysenko, an 


agronomist who in the 1940s and 1950s 
gained a monopoly position for his fallacious 
biological theories about plants and animals, 
castigated anyone who dared to suggest that 
genetics might offer an explanation for 
human behaviour. ' , 

After Lysenko’s fall from favour in 1965, 
his theories of agronomy (such as the conver- 
sion of winter into spring wheat) were 
abandoned, but the ban remained on the 
application of genetics to human behaviour. 
As late as 1976, M.A. Prokofiev, Minister of 
Education in the USSR, denounced the idea 
that genetics might influence human intellect- 
ual achievement as ‘““pseudo-scientific assert- 
ion’’ and a ‘‘weapon of bourgeois society.’’ 
According to Prokofiev, intelligence in 
humans can only be elevated by a nurturing 
social environment. 

- In comparing recent Soviet writings on the 
nature/nurture question with Soviet material 
of the 1930s and 1940s, one sees a dramatic. 


loss of faith in the effectiveness of nurturist 


methods. The generations that followed the 


tevolution have found that many social 
problems that were to disappear with the 


triumph of marxism remain beyond solution. 
Now explanations have become necessary. 

In the early 1970s, one Soviet geneticist, 
V.P. Efoimson, began writing articles and 
giving lectures in which he emphasised the 
influence of genes on human behaviour. He 
called for the creation of a science of 
‘pedagogical genetics’ to study the heredity 
of gifted people. He wrote a ‘world history of 
genius’ based on genetic presuppositions. In 
it he explained both the positive and negative 
aspects of human behaviour on the basis of 
biology, declaring that both ‘altruism’ and 
‘aggression’ are genetically influenced. He 
maintained that in the Soviet Union the 
‘‘biological preconditions for crime are 
emerging ever more clearly.”’ 

In more recent writings of Soviet educat- 
ional psychologists, a school of thought has 
emerged which emphasises: the genetic 
grounds for different types of mental 
processes and talents. Mathematics and 
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‘music are identified as areas in which innate 


abilities are particularly important. 


CALL FOR ‘SUPERIOR’ TYPE 


One biologist, A.A. Neifakh, has seized on 
these findings and called for Soviet author- 
ities to breed superior individuals, employing 
whatever genetic engineering might be 
necessary. Neifakh’s colleagues have sharply 
criticised this eugenic proposal, although 
many of them agree that Soviet psychology 
did in the past tend to exaggerate the influence 
of the environment on human behaviour to the 
detriment of heredity. 

On several visits to the Soviet Union in the 
last several years, I have discussed these 
developments with Soviet intellectuals. In 
our conversations, I was amazed to find that 


‘liberal’ intellectuals — who were careful to. 


distinguish their views from those of the 
official marxist establishment — were often 
very sympathetic to genetic explanations of 
human behaviour. 

In the United States, the opposite holds 
true: Liberals who believe in the perfectibility 
of man have traditionally embraced doctrines 
that emphasise the importance of 
environment on human development, while 
conservatives opposing social intervention to 
improve the basic character of man have often 
favoured the premise that man’s fate is 
genetically determined. 

When Harvard biologist E.O. Wilson 
published his controversial work, Sociobiol- 
ogy, over a decade ago, and explained various 
aspects of human behaviour on the basis of 
genetics, he was sharply attacked by left- 
wing writers in the United States, who tend to 
attribute human behaviour to environmental 
causes: ‘parental attitudes, schooling, slum 
architecture, and so on. 


W HAT; IS GOING ON? 

What is going on in the Soviet Union to 
explain the emergence of privately expressed 
hereditarian doctrines that make even 
Wilson’s views look mild? There are several 
explanations. 

The gap between Soviet rhetoric about the 
disappearance of social disorders and the 
reality of continuing problems is so great that 
Soviet citizens have begun to lose faith in the 
old ideology. As one frustrated Russian 
policeman — who might - suggest his 
_ American counterpart — cries out in a Soviet 
novel:- 

‘*T would like to investigate in a theoretical way 
the thesis that was long ago formulated to the 

- effect that ‘The causes of crime, the bases of 

crime, have been eliminated.’ But just what is 
going on here if this is the real state of affairs? 
Why do we have burglars? Hooligans? Rapists? 
What’s the. matter? Can we calculate on a 
computer the genetic codes of the various — 
criminals?’ 

Soviet intellectuals enjoy flirting with 
genetic explanations of human behaviour 
precisely because such views were banned 
under Stalin as anti-marxist. Against this 
- background, some of them find the naturists’ 
genetic doctrines intellectually liberating. 


MARX 

-The triumph of genetic theories concerning 

achievement and social behaviour will 

knock the entire bottom out of his 
teachings 


While I was in Moscow, I had the remark- 


able experience of having intellectuals. 


confide to me that not only did they know and 
appreciate works of western art and literature 


banned in the Soviet Union, -but also the- 


similarly prohibited view of American 
physicist William Shockley that different 
races have varying innate intelligences — 
this, despite the fact that the very same view is 
anathema to educational psychologists i in the 
United States! 

Finally, just as in the West, some tradit- 
ional and nationalistic groups in the Soviet 
Union are drawn towards hereditarian — 
even racialist doctrines. Soviet dissidents in 


the 1980s number in their ranks some groups 


that have been described as ‘proto-fascists’ , 
and several of these have picked up the 


‘new hereditarian doctrines. 


Thus we see that those Soviets who favour 
the naturist outlook represent a heterogeneous 
lot, ranging from ‘liberal’ intellectuals to 
traditional nationalists. All, however, 
oppose the still-official nurturist doctrine of 
the regime, which critics see as no longer 
tenable. Hereditarian doctrines in the Soviet 
Union have thus acquired among intellectuals 
a certain anti-regime ‘chic’ quality, despite 
whatever other ideological differences they 
may have. 

For an anti-Stalinist intellectual striving for 
freedom of expression in the Soviet Union, 
there is an attraction to genetic explanations 
of humap behaviour — simply because the 


regime wants to squelch the idea. For a 


Russian nationalist distrustful of Jews and 
Asiatics, these interpretations are also attract- 
ive — although for otherteasons. ~ 

Even among Soviet officials, there is a 


certain interest in the hereditarian doctrines, 
because these authorities have come to realise 


that the old marxist formulae regarding 


human behaviour have, paradoxically, 


become subversive to the Soviet order. 


Suppose a Soviet citizen seriously 
examines the question: ‘“Why are crime and- 
alcoholism still prevalent, perhaps even 
rising?’’ An orthodox marxist would stand by 
the usual nurturist assumptions and cite 
economic inequality. 

But Soviet leaders are not eager to hear this 
argument, because, according to them, the 
Soviet Union is a “mature socialist society’ in 
which deprivation has disappeared. Thus, 
they have a reluctant — if tacit — interest in 


the naturist theory, because it explains 


failings that might otherwise be blamed on the 


regime. 


ASSERTING THE PARTY LINE 


Occasionally, party officials have stepped 
in to assert the old nurturist line, such as with 
the statements in the early 1970s by N.P. 
Dubinin, a leading Soviet geneticist. Dubinin 
started out in life as an orphan hoodlum in the 
1920s; he was subsequently rehabilitated in a 
nurturist re-education camp established by 
the secret police. As an eminent member of 
the Soviet Academy of Sciences, he pointed 
to his own life as an example of the brilliant 
success of nurturist doctrines. He accused the 
naturists of abandoning marxist principles. 

By 1981, however, Dubinin had been 
dismissed as Director of the Institute of 
General Genetics of the Soviet Academy of 
Sciences for refusal to give adequate recog- 
nition to the role of genetics in human 
behaviour. 

The campaign against Dubinin was led by 
another member of the Academy of Sciences, 
A.D. Aleksandrov, a mathematician, whose 
grandfather was captain of the Czar’s yacht 
Standart. Aleksandrov is known as a leader of 
the remnants of the old St. Petersburg intell- 
igentsia, many of whom hold elitist and 
hereditarian ideas about human behaviour. 

The Soviet police in the 1970s, meanwhile, 
sponsored a series of studies on the link 
between crime and genetics, the studies being 
carried out in 10 different corrective labour 
camps. Thus, in 50 years, the police have 
come full circle — from the early 1920s, 
when they ran camps based on nurturism, 
such as the one Dubinin attended. 

In the late 1970s, samizdat documents 
extolling naturist doctrines were circulated 
underground. One of them was a-3-volume 
analysis of racial and ethnic conflicts 
throughout world history, written by Lev 
Gumilev, son of two of the Soviet Union’s 
most famous poets, Nikolai Gumilev and 
Anna Akhmatova. 

Gumilev condemned racial intermarriage 
and declared that the most glorious chapters 
in Russian history had been when native 
Russians rose up to throw out ethnically alien 
invaders. Although Gumilev himself is not a 
member of right-wing nationalist circles, his 
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NATURE VERSUS NURTURE 
IN THE SOVIET UNION 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


doctrine has had great appeal among these 


elements. : 
= A counter-attack by. nurturists in the late 
1970s was led by Elena Chernenko, who 
defended nurturism as the “‘uniquely correct 
marxist solution’’ to the problem of human 
behaviour. Other counter-attacks were 
launched in Communist Party journals. And 
in 1983 Konstantin Chernenko made a speech 
in which he criticised the explanation of 
human behaviour in terms of genes. 
Nevertheless, in 1984, M.A. Prokofiev, 
‘ Minister of Education of the USSR since 


1966 and one of the most prominent nurtur- 


ists, was replaced. 


OPT IONS FOR THE FUTURE 


The nature/nurture issue presents the ideo- 
logical leadership of the Soviet Union with 
three options:- 


0) It can concede the naturists’ genetic argu- 


ments and allow Soviet geneticists to 
advance their explanations of human 
behaviour. The implications ‘of such a 
dramatic departure from Soviet orthodoxy 
would be momentous. At a theoretical level, 
it would be regarded as a defeat for marxist 
ideology. At a practical level, it would lead to 
even fiercer elitism in Soviet schools than 
currently exists and would probably exacer- 
bate ethnic tensions. Conflicts between native 
Russians, Muslims, Jews and other national- 
ities would probably grow, especially in the 
struggle for educational advancement. 

(2) It can take a middle road by abandoning 
the thesis that marxism explains all human 
behaviour, and thereby allow debate to 
proceed in a completely free fashion. This, 
however, would run counter to Soviet ideo- 
logical tradition, which reserves for marxism 
a unique role in explaining human beings and 
their societies. Not one Soviet author has 
explicitly recommended such a policy, and 
the chances of it being adopted are slight. 
(3) It can continue. the traditional marxist 
commitment to nurturism, and restrict the 
ability of the growing number of naturists to 


find publication outlets for their views — 
something that would approach existing 
intellectual conditions in the United States. 
This alternative, which is close to the current 


situation, is the most likely path for the 
future. The result will probably be that the 
intensity of the underground debate over this 
issue will continue to grow. 


As ‘secret knowledge’, naturist interpret- 
ations of human behaviour will continue to 
have irresistible appeal to both ‘liberal’ and 
anti-Stalinist intellectuals and nationalistic 
tacialists, people who in another environment 
would find little agreement with one another. 
Thus, by limiting debate, the regime can only 
succeed in -hpeieaiea the ranks of its diverse 
critics. 

All three choices in the nature/nurture issue 
are unpleasant ones for the regime’s ideo- 
logists. Ironically, neither side in this debate 
will sustain the hopes of western democrats, 
who normally delight in attacks on Soviet 
orthodoxy. In any event, the hope for 
building a new Soviet Man is unlikely to be as 
certain as it was when the revolution began a 
new era in Russia. 


THE COMING ECONOMIC 
MAELSTROM 


Industrial impotence, plus lack of population control, are 
_ going to produce disaster unless there is a radical change 
of direction, says STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT 


“Money is the universal, self-contained value of 
all things. Hence it has robbed the whole world, 
the human world as well as nature, of its proper 
value. Money is the alienated essence of man’s 
labour and life, and this alien essence dominates 
him as he worships it.”’ : 
KARL MARX 
"IT MAY BE ARGUED that Marx, in 
making the foregoing statement, was 
trying to undermine and destroy the illus- 
ions of morality and political order 


perceived, in his time, to be the attributes 


of the capitalist system. It may also be 
argued that Marx, in advancing this prop- 
osition, was looking beyond the economic 
concept of money being ‘‘a means of 
exchange and a measure of value,” and to 
the philosophic concept as to the effect of a 
profit-based, money-oriented economic 
system upon human behavioural patterns 
and the social scale of values. If the acquis- 
ition of money is the highest social object 
and the deployment of money yields power 
and status, then the means by which money 
is acquired are subordinate to the object of 
amassing ‘‘this alienated essence.” If man 
is a slave to money, the victim of money, 
‘assessed by money, valued by money and 
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corrupted by money, then he is reduced to 
the level of a commodity in the market 
place. . 


MORALITY OF WEALTH 

- The morality of wealth is a nineteenth 
century concept which Marx knew well and 
Opposed but which has taken root in more 
sophisticated form in contemporary Britain. 
The ndbler qualities.of Man and his creative 
spiritual aspirations cannot be assessed by so 
crude an evaluation, and neither can the wide- 
ranging spectrum of human idealism and 
social contribution. Money is an integral part 
of our financial system and, within its terms 
of definition, performs a useful function as a 
component within the total economic 
concept, but when its possession is elevated 
to a charismatic social and political 
obsession, which gives its possessors almost 
deistic powers, as in the case of newspaper 
proprietors, property tycoons, stock 
exchange manipulators and alien inter- 
national speculators, then it has, as Marx 
said, ‘‘robbed the whole world, the human 
world as well as nature, of its proper value.’’ 


In Britain in 1987, at the commencement of 


the third term of Thatcherism (or, more 
exactly, Mammonism), we see the social and 
political effects of the corruptive use of 
money to indoctrinate, to promote the undue 
excess of power and to debase by the exploit- 
ation of greed and salaciousness. The imper- 
ialistic use of financial power has placed this 
country’s major newspapers in the hands of 
alien monopolists who use this control to 
mould opinion and to condition the nation’s 
attitudes, not in the interests of the nation or 
of any sound public morality, but for the 
purpose of profit and the successful promot- 
ion of their covert objectives. They maintain a 
close liaison with their co-objectivists in the 
other mass communications media and in the 
mainstream political parties, presumably ‘‘so 
that the scriptures might be fulfilled.’’ 
Electoral success in Britain has always had 
a price tag attached to it, from the days of the 
‘rotten boroughs’, which were supposed to 
have been abolished by the Reform Act of 
1832. The TUC and the CBI and other 
interested groups have always made financial 
contributions to the respective parties’ 
campaigns, and the monopolistic media have 
always provided gratuitous publicity for the 
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establishment parties. The general election of 


1987, however, saw a new phenomenon, 


_ brought about by the disposal of national 
assets related to a strategy which might 


almost be called ‘secondary electioneering’: 
the selling of our state industries through the 


process of privatisation, linked to favourable 
share quotations and bringing quick profits’ 


for some and the accretion of power in British 
industry for others. It certainly ensured that 


‘Mrs. Thatcher, through the cynical exploit- 


ation of conditioned self-interest, had a 
sizeable captive electorate when she went to 
the polls. 


THE ‘ALTERNATIVE’ 


Then what alternative for this national 


malaise is offered by Neil ‘Singin’ in the rain’ 
Kinnock and his assortment of droplets? He 
has been liberated from the oppressive 


presence of some former ministerial pundits, 
- such as‘Dennis Healey, who when Chancellor 


of the Exchequer specialised in inflation, 
fiscal controls and devaluation. It appears that 
dur international hopes now rest with shadow 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs Gerald 
Saufman and that our future finances will be 
in the hands of Shadow Chancellor John 
Smith — in the event of a Labour Govern- 
ment being elected. I suppose that these two 
appointments were made “‘so that the script- 
ures might be fulfilled.” . 


It is a relief to know that in the event of such 


a Labour Government we will be spared re- 


nationalisation, or so the Labour Party tells us 


— although with ‘social ownership’ on the 
agenda I am not quite sure of the difference! It 
is also clear that we are going to get unilateral 


nuclear disarmament. We are also promised. 


an end to ‘racist’ immigration controls and, as 


‘Neil has given his word to Ranjit, the gates 


will be open to immigrants from the Indian 
sub-continent. No doubt Bryan Gould, who is 
described as the cerebral complement to 
Kinnock’s mouth, will regale us nightly with 
unctious explanations of the joys to be 
derived from this multi-hued disaster; and 
this, in spite of the consequent increase in 
unemployment, the plummeting standard of 
living, the breakdown of health and social 
services and the high level of taxation needed 
to shore up the economic edifice in the face of 
this socialist-inspired disaster. Money, this 
‘‘alienated essence,’’ would again be used 
improperly, not in the interests of the nation, 
but in those of a political coterie in search of 
the means of creating an enlarged multi- 


coloured electorate which would guarantee it 


perpetual political power. 


It is evident from a cursory examination of 


the records and stances of the two main 
political parties that they are just opposite 
sides of the same establishment coin, both 
trading in pohttical irrelevancies and puerile 
policies whilst being manipulated like 
marionettes by the dark covert forces of the 
progeny of the Diaspora. 
Adolf Hitler wrote in Mein Kampf:- 


. ‘Nature knows no political frontiers. She begins 
by establishing life on this globe and then watches 


the free play of forces. Those who show the 
greatest courage and industry are the children 
nearest to her heart and they will be granted the 
sovereign right of existence.’ 


A statement of political darwinism? - 


Perhaps, but also one of political fact and 
racial-economic reality. Economics is the 
science by which mankind provides for its 
material needs, but in terms of socio-nation- 
alism economics is the science of providing 
the means of survival linked to the physical 
and moral enhancement of the contributive 
members of the racial state. Nationalist 


economics are concerned primarily with the .. 


production, distribution and consumption of 
wealth related to the expansion of the national 


population controls, leading to an increase in 
the birthrate and then, consequently, even 
more mouths to feed (invariably by means of 
more aid). It is a truism that a viable economy 
must be a self-supporting economy, with a 
virile instinct for industrial expansion. In 
maximising upon its economic virility, it 
must eschew becoming an objective for the 
economic imperialism of other countries, and 
being a receptacle for the surplus population 
of other countries and a depository for their 
political, medical and social problems. 

Every item of finished goods that is 
imported into Britain from a country whose 
economy is not reciprocal with the British 


‘BRITAIN’S DECLINING INDUSTRIES 
By letting néit industries die, such as shipbuilding (above), the government is not only 
consigning millions to joblessness but endangering future national security, which 
depends on those industries for its effectiveness 


economy and the material well being of our 


own people. We have no concern in interven- 
ing in the affairs of other nations, either in the 
economic or political sense. We believe in 
national sovereignty and independence. And 
independence means freedom from the 
encroaching influence of others: the ability to 
make unshackled choices in the interests of 
one’s own people. It also means that, should 
those choices result in economic disasters, as 
in the case of Ethiopia, Mozambique and 
Angola, then one should not expect to be 


bailed out by members of the international- 


community. Debtors cannot be independent, 
and to pretend otherwise is a blatant act of 
hypocrisy. 


Therefore, those countries in the ‘Third 


World’ which claim to have achieved indep- 
endence cannot expect to become the pen- 
sioners of more efficient economies. To hand 
out largesse to these countries is to sap their 
will to survival and blunt their residual motiv- 
ation for-self-help. We in Britain owe no other 
nation anything other than, perhaps, techno- 
logical guidance and goodwill. The survival 
of other nations is a matter for themselves, 
and gifts of aid simply create an haemorrhage 
of our own economy which deprives our 
people of the full fruits of their endeavours. 
It can be argued that to subsidise countries 
by unearned aid is to weaken their moral 
fibre, but that same aid also removes natural 


economy is a nail in the coffin of British 


-industry and a blow to the job expectations of 


our 3 million unemployed. And every 
immigrant, of whatever race or colour, 
becomes a unit of imported labour which 
similarly hinders these job expectations. 


PUTTING BRITAIN FIRST 


As British Nationalists, we put Britain and 
the British people first. We are proud of our — 
race, our heritage and our national sover- 
eignty; but what of our sovereignty in real 
terms? Where are the basic industries which, 
in the past, have provided us with the means 


_ for our national defence? Our shipbuilding 


industry is almost in mothballs; the engineer- 
ing industry and steel industry have been 
emasculated by the importation of goods from 
Japan, Taiwan. and South Korea and the 
countries of the nen-compatible EEC. To see 
the results of foreign economic imperialism, 
just look at the shelves of your local super- 
market. Look at the foreign cars. and trucks on 
the roads. And then look at the queues at your 
local job centre and the folorn faces lining 
them, which mirror the failure of Thatcherism 
and all preceding -isms in this country in 
modern times to hold the economic advantage 
bequeathed to us by our forefathers through 
their initiative and patriotism. 
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THE COMING ECONOMIC 
MAELSTROM 
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Yes, the late Earl of Stockton was right in 
this, if in nothing else: the Thatcher 
‘Government has ‘‘sold the family silver’? — 
but not only that: also our sovereignty, our 
birthright and our industrial heritage — all to 
international financial speculators. How can 
our economy prosper when decisions affect- 
ing it are made in the counting: houses of the 
U.S.A., Japan and Bongo-Bongoland? What 
security has our work force when it can be 
made redundant by rulings made abroad, 
resulting in the Japanese pulling out of 
Sunderland, the Americans withdrawing 
Caterpillar Tractors from Scotland or Hoover 
- from Wales? | 

We are currently at the mercy of faceless 
foreign financiers whose total interest in this 


country is the monetary return they can, 
achieve from speculation in market forces. 


The savaging of our traditional industrial 


base, the corresponding increase jn human. 
due to 


misery and the hopelessness 
unemployment, can all be placed at the door 
of the Thatcher Government and its 
commitment to the ‘alienated essence.’’ The 
Same government also shares a common guilt 
with the left in having destroyed our tradit- 
ional markets, demoralised our labour force 
and reduced the reliability and cost- 
effectivness of our industrial products as a 
result of industrial disputes and ineffective 
management. To the left, our industrial 
impotence and consequent social destabilis- 
ation promise political profit, while to the 
share-sodden Tory Government, with its 
close coterie of financiers and stock-market 


speculators, loyalty is determined by where. 


the profit is. The only policy either can 
perceive is that of the domination of money 
power in a divided society. A plague on both 
their houses! 


THE ‘NEW TECHNOLOGY’: 
WHERE WILL WE SELL IT? 


The social and economic tragedy being 
experienced by our country is emphasised 
when one is driven to retrospection. One 
cannot imagine those great scientists, engin- 
eers and entrepreneurs of the Industrial 


Revolution resting in peace. whilst their 


economic miracle is in the process of being 
dismantled, and while countries which were 
undeveloped in their time are planting their 
economic imperialist flags on our soil. The 
thrust of the Thatcher Government, in terms 
of economic.development, is supposed to be a 
faith in the so-called ‘new technology’ and 
the emergence of new small businesses 
funded by government grants. It is evident, 
however, that the new technology must fail 


unless there is a firm and major industrial base 


to which it can be applied effectively. It is 
equally evident that most of the new technol- 
ogy in this country is imported from other 


countries which are non-compatible with us 
economically and are in fact our industrial 


rivals. Now that our industrial base has been 


so much diminished, where do we employ. 
this new technology? Having flooded our 


home market with imported technology-from 
non-reciprocal economies, where do we 
export our new technology or find paos for it 


in our domestic market? 


As for the second string to Mrs. Thatcher’s 
economic bow, new small businesses, these 
must be. part of her Grantham grocer’s 
fantasy. Small businesses are mainly in the 


. TAMILS DEMAND ENTRY AT LONDON AIRPORT 
Capitulation to the ‘ethnic’ lobbies and almost total absence of immigration controls are 
leading to the creation of terrible problems for future generations 


Page twelve. 


excluded), 


non-exporting parts of the already saturated 
service and leisure industries, and are 


‘economically cosmetic. If we allow that some 


small businesses are of a manufacturing 
nature, by that same nature they must also be 
high-unit-cost, low-output businesses. The 
way forward to economic recovery in the 
coming century is not by a return to the 
domestic system of the eighteenth and early 
nineteenth centuries nor to the laissez-faire 
policy of the Whigs. The first step to recovery 
must be the re-establishment of our economic 
sovereignty by our withdrawal from the 
Common Market. The second step must be 
the protection of our great manufacturing 
industries from the effects of predatory, nen- 
reciprocal imports and the building up of new 
industries, where the old ones have been 
destroyed — this building up also requiring 
protection aldng the same lines. 

It is sometime argued that protective tariffs 
only produce retaliatory action and the 


consequent contraction of export markets, but 


this is only true if tariffs are directed against 
reciprocal economies. Economies which 


have a need for our products and who trade 


honourably with Britain would not be 
subjected to tariffs, and therefore our trading 
profile. would not be affected where these 
countries were concerned. Countries, on the 


other hand, which produce the same goods as 
we produce ourselves and have a negative 


profile in terms of imports from Britain would 
be, and should be, subjected to stringent tariff 


barriers. 


The third step in our programme should be 
the introduction of a national policy of 
invesment to stimulate the economy and 
create jobs, and this must be linked to fiscal 
controls over trade and banking. It would not 


- mean the elimination of private enterprise, 


but it would mean that private enterprise 


. would operate within the parameters of a 


national plan. International trade agreements 
would be effected, but only within the scope 
of national objectives and related to the 
concept of economic sovereignty. No more 
‘would Britons be subjected to the hegemony 


of foreign financiers serving undisclosed 


interests. 


PRESSURE OF POPULATION 


‘What are the problems which we as a 
country face? Many could be cited from over- 
population, industrial under-productivity, 
unfavourable balance of payments (when oil 
exports, a purely temporary boon, are 
under-investment, unemploy- 
ment; an ageing population, immobility of 
labour and industrial relocation. The kernal of 
any economic analysis, however, must be 
population. 

- The importance of population as the major 
dimension in the basic proposition of how 
mankind provides for its material well-being 
was recognised by the eighteenth century 
economist, the Rev. Thomas Malthus, in his 
monumental work Essay on Population 
(1798). 
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Malthus wrote his book at a time when the - 
population of Britain was increasing rapidly 
and he feared that the rate of increase would 
compound the misery of the ‘proletariat’ by 
further depressing the level of subsistence to 


which many of them were already 
condemned. He sought to demonstrate that 
population increase would be related to the 
means of subsistence. It is often said that 
Malthus did not anticipate the growth of 
transport technology and the development of 
‘Overseas sources of supply, but even this 
criticism fails on the grounds that sources of 
supply are linked, except in the case of 
present-day ‘Third World’ countries, to one’s 
ability to pay for the supplies, and that 
depends upon a balance between resources, 
production and population. It is, after all, a 
case of the more slices being needed from the 
cake the smaller each individual slice. In 


Britain we have enlarged the number of 


consumers through immigration, but the 
economic cake has diminished in size — 
hence the large number of jobless people, the 
underfunded health service, the lack of 


educational resources and the social depriv- 


ation of the elderly. 

It is worth remembering that changes in 
population come about in two ways: (a) by 
movements in birth- and death-rates; and (b) 


by migration. The natural growth-rate is the — 


difference between 
expressed as:- 

Natural growth rate = birth rate - death rate 

Britain’s growth rate in terms of population 

in the nineteenth century approximated to 1.5 

_per-cent per annum, -but in the first half of the 

twentieth century the rate declined to about 


these two factors, 


0.5 per-cent per annum. The following 


Statistics relating to population, taken from 
the official census of 1981 and population 
trends, proves to be revealing:- 


Table 10 UK Population (millions) 


1801 10.5 
1841 20.0 
1881 31:2 
1921 44.2 
1961 52.9 
1971 55.7 
1981 55.9. 
1991 572 (projected) 
2001 58.4 (projected) 


It is evident from the above statistics that, 
despite a fall in the indigenous birthrate 
following the immediate post-World War II 
peak, the population of the United Kingdom 
has increased, on average, by around 1 
million every ten years, and with a projection 
of 1⁄2 million, on average, to the year 2001. 


These figures do not take into account the 
changed racial composition of the population, 


although it can be stated that in the 20 years 
from 1952.to 1972 2 million white Britons 
emigrated to Australia, 750,000 to Canada, 
405,000 to New Zealand and 300, 000 to 
South Africa. 

Another factor which.must és taken into. 
consideration = when assessing the 


composition of population is that in most 


immigrants. from Vietnam. 


developed countries in recent years the birth- 
rate has declined by 50 per-cent and that 
before the onset of intensive immigration 
Britain was showing a 31.2 fall in the birth- 
rate. It must be emphasised that these statis- 
tics include only legal residents in the United 
Kingdom, but a little inspired extrapolation 
will indicate the ethnic changes brought about 


by immigration and the true extent of the. 


ethnic minority component in our society. 


NO ROOM FOR IMMIGRANTS 


The density of population in the United 
Kingdom is one of the highest in the world, 
and statistics produced in 1968 indicated that 
in England and Wales there were approx- 
imately 833 persons per square mile. An 
obvious conclusion is that this ratio will have 
increased, certainly, during the past 19 years, 
during. which time updated statistics have 
become remarkably unavailable. It is obvious 
from the foregoing facts that Britain long ago 
reached the Malthusian limit. No longer can 
Britain provide the space, the resources or the 
opportunities for any future alien enlargement 


of the population. A rationalisation of the. 


population concept must now be introduced 
by any concerned, socially aware govern- 
ment. The population pressures on the level 
of subsistence must be reduced, and this 
means an end to immigration and the 
introduction of a programme of humane 
repatriation. The social stresses within our 
country must also be reduced, as a matter of 
urgency, if we are to recover our national 
equilibrium — for example, the frustration 
and wastage resulting from unemployment, 
the fear and uncertainty in the lives of elderly 
people, the soaring crime rate and its 


associated maladies, the increase in child 


abuse and sexual perversion, the urban race 
riots, which emphasise many of the ethnic 
minorities’ lack of identification with the 
laws and customs of this country. Again I 
have to say: This must mean the end of 
immigration and the introduction of 
humane repatriation. 


The fundamental economic need to equate 


population with resources in the modern 
world has been recognised in countries as 
disparate as Sri Lanka, Malaysia, Germany 
and France. All these countries have stringent 
immigration controls and effective legislation 
to enforce repatriation of aliens. The USA 
uses its immigration laws ruthlessly against 
the entry of illegal immigrants from Latin 
America, whilst berating certain South East 
Asian countries for refusing entry to illegal 
In Britain, 
however, we allow our immigration laws to 
be flouted, ‘and the voice of truth concerning 
the alien invasion to be silenced by punitive 
legislation, while the establishment political 
parties cower and capitulate, before the 


. demands of the immigrant electoral lobby. It 


is significant, in this regard, that during the 
recent election campaign immigration did not 
become an electoral issue. 

This most significant factor influencing the 


high level of unemployment, crowded 
hospitals, | underfunded services - and 
communal strife was kept under the wraps 
during the election in a shrouded conspiracy 
of silence. It is significant, however, that he 
electorate returned Mrs. Thatcher to power — 
not out of support for her but only beause it 
knew that Labour would be worse. The fear of 
trade union blackmait, of the complete 
lapsing of all immigration controls and of 
unilateral nuclear disarmament was sufficient 
to make the people jump, once again, into 
Maggie’s pocket. Nationalists know that 
Thatcherite ‘patriotism’ is a delusion, a cover 
for indiscriminate capitalist, stock-market 
opportunism and for the international specul- 
ators who prey upon the British economy. 
The mass of the public, however, has not yet 
awakened to this truth. We must in the 
coming years thoroughly expose Thatcherism 
for what it is. 


OUR OPPORTUNITY 


Nationalists should be encouraged, 
because the economic facts are speaking for 


us and the political debility which makes the 


electorate vote merely against the lesser of 
two evils augurs well for the renaissance of a 
revolutionary, economic socio-nationalism. 
To -achieve this, we must strengthen our 
political base, harness our intellectual and 
financial resources and utilise those. social 
and economic forces which are eroding the 
credibility and the viability of our effete 
society. I emphasise the need to fight from 
positions of strength and employ well thought 
out strategies, because to challenge the 


enemy prematurely and to get slaughtered is 


damaging to morale and dissipates scarce 
resources. Leadership, discipline and 
dedication fused into a common bond based 


on race, culture and heritage are still the 


strengths of nationalism. The dimensions of 
our struggle were defined by John Tyndall 
when he said:- 


‘‘We face a struggle ahead that is going to occupy 
all of us for the major part of our remaining lives. 
Ours is a duty which is endless and timeless when 
viewed in historical perspective.” 


Let us be worthy of that struggle, and the 
future will hail our victory. 


KILLED IN INFANCY 
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achieve the coming together of nationalists 


with the co-operation of those who form the 
majority on the NF’s ruling committee. Now 
it is clear that this must be done without them. 

But there is still no reason why it should not 
be done. We can leave these people to their 


-own devices and we can join hands indepen- 


dently of them. Let’s meet, and let’s talk, so 
that we: may sort out our differences — if 
indeed there are real differences. 

For there is one thing of which we can be 
sure: Taking into acount the present position 
of nationalism in British politics, we have 
nothing to lose. 
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THE EDITOR writes to a friend and ally 


Dear Friend, 


Over the years I have followed your 
writings closely and come to regard you as 
without superior, and scarcely with equal, 
among English-language commentators on 
, political events. The number of occasions on 
which I have disagreed with you have been 
very few: and these disagreements have been 
on matters so minor that they have not been 
worth arguing over. 

I could therefore hardly believe my eyes 
when I read your latest comments on Mrs. 
Thatcher’s recent election victory. I cannot 
allow these to pass without a few remarks. 

You say of that election victory: 
‘“Revolutionary forces which have given the 
world a century of conflict and tragedy 
without any precedent in history can now be 
seen to have suffered a change that could be 
irreversible.” 

I see no change whatever. I see only a 
‘corroboration of what you yourself wrote 
recently: that the credit-worthiness of ‘social- 
ism’ as a viable political force has now 


4 


practically expired. As I remember thinking 


at the time when reading your words with 
approval, those revolutionary forces which in 
the first place created this ‘socialism’ as their 
vehicle know this and are fast abandoning the 
vehicle, as one abandons a clapped-out motor 
car which no longer gets one where one wants 
to go. 

These revolutionary forces, which you 
have so often so superbly exposed, have now 
concentrated themselves overwhelmingly on 
the so-alled ‘right’ of politics, in this country 
just as in the United States, with the intention 
of controlling the ‘right’, just as originally 
they set themselves the task, when it was 
expedient, of controlling the ‘left’. They 


control Mrs. Thatcher completely. Earlier 


-articles you have written seem to indicate that 
you acknowledge this. 
Thatcher, while superficially on the 
‘right’ on a number of secondary issues, such 
as education, is on all the really essential ones 
-= firmly on the left. Let me list examples:- 


(1) She is solidly committed to the policy of 
turning this country into a multi-racial 
melting pot, despite her efforts sometimes to 
persuade people to the contrary. Her immig- 
‘ration and integration policies make this 
clear. | 

(2) She is equally solidly committed to the 
policy of increasing absorption of Britain into 
the Common Market and the steady erosion of 
British sovereignty in favour of the supra- 
National institutions of the EEC. Though 
occasionally, she will make an ostentatious 
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Even among many people of normally sound 
political instincts and judgement, there is a 
tendency sometimes to show sympathy with Mrs. 
Thatcher, on account of what appears super- 
fically a ‘right-wing’ stance on some public issues. 
Recently our Editor wrote a letter to another 
writer, who in a recent article used words in 
defence of the Prime Minister which might, albeit 


perhaps wrongly, be taken to indicate sympathy 


with her. We print our Editor’s letter here, with 
some small abridgement and amendments in 
places. For reasons of discretion, the writer of the 
article is not named here. 


public stand against some of the more blatant 


absurdities of EEC policy, such as Britain’s 


contribution to the Community budget, she 
has not opposed the Market on the really 
important issues, notably the recent European 
Communities (Amendment) Bill, which 
secured a safe passage through parliament, 
and which is intended to reduce the British 
Government to the status and powers of a 
mere county council. 

(3) She was instrumental, in a leading way, in 
the | betrayal of White Rhodesia, and is now 


acquiescing in the onslaught against White 


South Africa — albeit that she opposes this in 


MRS. THATCHER 
Encouraged foreign invasion 


(5) By her embrace of ‘monetarism’, 


WHERE DOES MRS. THATCHER 
REALLY STAND? 


some of its cruder manifestations, such as all- 
out sanctions and direct military action. 

(4) She is working night and day to integrate 
the British economy into the international 
banker-controlled ‘world economy’, as is 
evidenced by her refusal to adopt protective 
measures against the imports that are destroy- 
ing our independent manufacturing base and 


-her eagerness to see British manufacturing 


companies taken over by foreign-owned 
multi-nationals. 

she is 
adopting a financial system that represents 
just one of the various options controlled by 
the international bankers. ‘Monetarism’ of 
course -solves nothing unless it is 
accompanied by measures which wrest 
control of money creation from the private 
(and international) banking sector and allow 
government to create money free of debt and 
interest. 

(6) By her E Ean EA of the ‘Atlantic 
Alliance’, and American leadership of the 
West, she is merely sanctioning the policy 
that has dominated post-war British affairs, 
i.e. that of subordinating British interests 
(and sovereignty) to the will of the financial- 
Zionist forces that control the US Govern- 
ment. 

(7) As part of the above, she sanctions the 
integration of Britain’s defence-system 
within the US-controlled (but in reality inter- 
national Zionist-controlled) NATO bloc — to 
which purpose the bogus ‘threat’ of a Soviet 
military invasion westwards has been main- 
tained — against all reality and all fact — for 
the past 4 decades. 

(8) She has, possibly more than any other 
British Prime Minister (even Wilson), been at 
pains to appoint Jews to top posts of power 
and influence in national affairs, both in- 
politics and in the broadcasting services. In an 
article in The Guardian newspaper, she has 
been described as ‘‘almost an honorary Jew 
herself.’’ 

(9) Her government has pine ti all other 
governments in the zeal‘ with which it has 
hounded racial patriots in this country with 
‘race hate’ prosecutions. 


(10) Even her Falklands foray was phoney 


from start to finish. Britain did the right thing 
in the Falklands but for all the wrong reasons. 
The purpose of the whole exercise: was to 
topple the Galtieri government in Argenting 
and get one installed that would be more 
acceptable to the international ‘big boys’. It 
just happened, through Galtieri’s foolishness: 
and poltical naivity , that this coincided with a 

Contd. on page 20 


SIR: I refer to the article reproduced from The. 
Thunderbolt which appeared in the August © 


issue about Karl Linnas. By coincidence, I 
_ had produced an article about his deportation 
from the USA in the locally produced nation- 
alist review Just Truth. 

The whole procedure leading to Linnas’s 
deportation was an outrage and now, accord- 
_ Ing to,a Radio 4 report, Linnas is dead. He 
‘died’-in a Soviet hospital. 

The lives of thousands of Ukrainians, 
Estonians, Latvians, Lithuanians and Poles 


are threatened, not only in the US, but here in 


Britain and Europe. Their crime? They fought 
against communism. 

It is unlikely to be very long before extra- 
dition laws are changed in the UK so that 
those suspected by the Jews of ‘war crimes’ 
can, like Linnas, be sent to the Soviet Union 
_ to face ‘trial’ and certain death. 

It is interesting how the media played down 
the news that Linnas had met his end. I 
wonder why? | 

JOHN PEACOCK 
- Leicester 


SIR: Somé nights ago I was. watching an 
episode of an amusing British TV series 
called ‘Allo, Allo’. I have enjoyed several 
such episodes to date. For those who don’t 
know it, the series is set in occupied France 
‘and centres around a French provincial 
restaurant. The Germans, the British and the 
French Resistance are all made fun of. No- 
one is a villain; all are merely bumblers. Even 


the Gestapo representative’is absurd rather BY 


than evil. 

But suddenly, in the middle of laughing, I 
was seized with a sense of the sadness and 
tragedy of it all. Here were Europeans 
(including British) engaged in a stupid, 
unnecessary and disastrous great civil war 
while in the wings there lurked the Great 


Dragon of the East and his rival (or accom- ` 


plice?) the Great Dragon of the West waiting 
to pounce on the ruins and squat there in 
possession, as both have done for the last 42 
years (and who knows how many years to 
come?). And while the poisonous breath of 
.the dragons brings drugs, pornography and 
debauchery on one side and communism and 
tyranny on the other, the hordes of Asia and 
Africa swarm into every land in our old 
continent, dispossessing us because we have 


-= was based was that ‘ 


- become too e e. Te to drive them out. Or 


have we? 


_ I could call on St. George as Henry V didat — 


Agincourt. St. George is represented as a 


 dragon-slayer. But I would rather call on our 


most ancient folk-myth Beowulf, who slew 

monsters in his youth and a dragon in his old 
age. 

(Dr.) PETER H. PEEL 

Reseda, California, U.S.A. 


SIR: Unlike Peter Williams, I do not consider 
it petty-minded to criticise Einstein’s work. 
Admittedly, some of his conclusions appear 


to have been confirmed but some have been 


disproved. 

One ‘axiom’ on which Einstein’s theory 
‘the velocity of light i is 
the same for all observers, irrespective of 
their own velocity.’’ This is not a self-evident 


. truth or an accepted principle. It is not an 


axiom and may well be a fallacy. 

By definition, the mass of a body is a 
constant, but, according to Einstein, it varies 
with the velocity of the body. But the velocity 
of a body is not absolute; it is relative to some 
other object of reference such as the earth’s 
surface, the earth itself or some other object in 


space. Thus, a body in space will have an 


infinite number of velocities, depending on 
the item of reference, and hence it would, 


according to Einstein, also have an infinite. 


number of masses, which is absurd. 


I remember reading in a nationalist- 
magazine (possibly Spearhead) a few years 


ago that a more acceptable theory of relativity 
was produced by somebody else at about the 
same time as Einstein’s theory but © was 
suppressed. It would be interesting to study 
this alternative. 

The universe is expanding and some bodies 
in space are receding from us (or we from 


them) at an ever-increasing velocity. When 


this rate of separation reaches the speed of 
light, shall we still see them or will they (and 


earth also) become ‘black holes’ of infinite 
mass? 
H. ELLISON 
Chapel-en-le-Frith, Derbyshire 
SIR: You make a very good case in your 
article “Who are the haters?’ when you say 
that, if we love, we are bound to hate 
whatever it is that threatens what we love. 
Frankly, I am of the opinion that the vicarage 
rape case vicar (Michael Saward) is a 
hypocrite when he says he can ‘‘...forgive the 
men who did such evil’’ (raped his daughter). 
I do not think he forgives them at all in any 
meaningful sense, as he claims. He is merely 
redefining words to justify his emotions in 
terms of his professed doctrine. 

In fact, he says: ‘‘My response should be 
anger at those who raped her...’’ It seems to 
me that.anger and hatred are so nearly the 
Same emotion that one cannot credibly be evil 
if the other is justified. One might have 
expected the vicar to feel intense anger, but 
he draws back from any such forthright 
assertion. Perhaps he is afraid that that would 
sound a bit too much like hatred. But if 

‘anger’ is justified in any one case, intense 
anger must also be justified in an extreme 
case, which this surely was. This is probably 
what Mr. Saward feels, but he is not honest 
enough to admit it. 

Again, surely a ‘‘passionate concern for 
justice to be done’’ (implying that the rapists 
should get a truly punitive sentence) is not 
essentially different from wanting to see 
revenge. But Mr. Saward, although acknow- 
ledging he felt the first, would not 
acknowledge his disposition towards the 
second. 

Sadly, Mr. Saward is not untypical of the 
kind of person that has now come to 
predominate in the clergy in this country and 
is thoroughly destroying our churches. 

=- R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


‘THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40. 
A sensational novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure.of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 30p. 
A reply to the notorious NUT. race-mixing booklet, 
packed with facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp. 
RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 


not ordained by Christianity and that the reverse is true. ` 


1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (W ilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. j 
RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
95pp. 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilaterialist ‘educationalists’. This topical and 
factual study makes it plain that we are not simply 
confronted with odd teachers here and there abusing their 
positions but a whole network of organisations and instit- 
utions, some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack 
on young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Ziohist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the government 
by members of subversive or criminal organisations for the 
purpose of furthering the interests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. er. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
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As from this month, we are reinstating almost 
the whole of our original booklist — plus one or 
two new titles that have come on the market very 
recently. In June our book service manager wrote 
to the office of the Attorney ‘General, enclosing 
copies of numerous books on racial matters and 
asking whether, in the event of complaints being 


received concerning any of these books, the. 


Attorney General would institute prosecutions 
against the distributers. From the Attorney 
General’s office we received what we expected: a 
non-committal answer, stating that it was not the 
business of the Attorney General or his assistants 
to ‘‘provide legal advice’’ to individuals. As a 
result of this signal failure of the Attorney 
General’s office to co-operate in enabling us to 
avoid breaking the law, we have drawn our own 
conclusions — and we feel sure our readers will 
draw theirs — as to the sincerity of the establish- 
ment in its resolve to prevent the spread of ‘racial 
hatred’. In the event of any future prosecution 
against personnel involved in the running of our 
book service, we shall offer in our defence the 
evidence that we have attempted to obtain assist- 
ance in ensuring that we operate within the law 
and that this assistance has been refused by the 
authorities. In the meantime, it is ‘back to 
business’! 

The prices of books listed here do not include 
postage, which should be assessed by calculating 
one-eighth the total value of the order. Money 
should be enclosed with orders and all cheques 
and postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service ONLY and not included in remit- 
tances sent for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if the fact that they are 
intended for BNP Book Service is indicated on 
the envelope. 


book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 


lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th. 


century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the Holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 


(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. - 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£2.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including informat- 
ion on previous upheavals. The author had the honour of 
being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 
war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 
Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other 
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topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the: 
exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A- 
scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of justice. 
1978, 68pp. - 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. a further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. 
Hoar) £15.00. One of the most serious and detailed 
accounts of financial manipulation ever published. From 
the time of the American revolution to the present, we are 
given names, dates and facts. The material originally | 
appeared in the journal American Opinion. 1984, 361pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo - 


P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 


AMERICA‘S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50.°A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 10 1pp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 


(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 


94pp. 


THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. | 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 


' Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 


62pp. 
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exposure 
of Jewish 
power 
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OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


A up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of . 


the British National Party. 23p post-free. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983’ 

_ Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 


imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 


explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 


being destroyed by the international free trade policies of » 


successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. _ 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
_ their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 
These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs of 
£2.35 for 1,000, £2.75 for 2, 000 and £3. 25 for 3,000, 


B.N.P. POSTERS 
Large posters (17.7in x 25.2in) 


‘Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help . 


us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP. name and address and logo 
inred, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
appropriate for occasion to be filled in. Available only to 
accredited BNP regional, branch or group organisers. 
These large posters cost: 1-9 at 18p each; 10-19 at 15p each; 
20-49 at 12p each; 50 or over at 9p each. Estimate postage at 
weight of 20g for each poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in x 17.7in) 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos with BNP name and 
address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun, with BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and.youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 


Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 


Drawing of typical mugging gang. 

These medium-sized posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage 
should be estimated on the basis of one poster weighing 10g. 


B.N.P. STICKERS 

With slogans:- 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (Same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (Same as poster) 

Ban imports! (Same as poster) 

Stamp out muggers! (Same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (Same as poster) 


Protect our young from child murderers: bring back — 


the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: Protect its future! 

Abortion is child-murder: Make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 


Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, white 


and blue. £4 per 1,000 plus £1 p&p. 
B.N.P. BADGES 


Ts National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
ree. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 

Rally ‘82: Speeches from BNP national rally in London 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!” 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from Nationalist Unity rally in London 


‘on September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 


McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 
Side 2: Studio talk by John Tyndall on theme: “The 


_ coming British revolution’. 
Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage 
eb. the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of “The case for naficnaliem. (the 
internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘Tragedy of the - 20th 
century’ (analysis of the 2nd World War). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 


POPULAR ITEMS - 
Prices on this page | 
Leaflet 
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Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Why we must repatriate’. 
Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Foundations of the national 
community’ (Discourse on racial nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 


_ & OTHER ITEMS 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP logo in 
red, white and blue. £4.50 post-free. 

BNP round stickers with party logo and name and 
address. 2'2in in diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected: £4 per roll); 2in in diameter: £4.25 per roll of 


- 500 (collected: £3.85 per roll); 12in in diameter: £3.25 
- per roll of 500 (collected: £2.95 per roll). 


Oblong BNP stickers with party logo and name and add- 
ress, with slogans: (1) A new way forward for Britain; 
(2) Stop the riots — peace through repatriation; (3) 
Smash the IRA — Keep Ulster British; (4) Release 
patriotic political prisoners; (5) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (6) Our country — love it or 
lose it! £4.70 per roll of 500 inc. p&p. Rolls of 100 
stickers also available with different slogans — 
minimum order: 500. 


BNP beer mats with party logo and name and address. 


- Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 


— let’s rebuild Britain now! Ideal recruitment aid for 
leaving in pubs or for nationalist socials. Samples for £1 
or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 

BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 
3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen: 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with. 
rubber; teric ball-pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 
BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for ae) in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 

A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


' ‘§PEARHEAD’ STICKERS 


2in-square sticker advertising Spearhead magazine: £1. 18 
per 100 or £5 for roll of 500. 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 


(Orders with cash to PO Box 116, 
Liverpool L69 1SH) 


MORE B.N.P. BALL PENS 
Ball pens bearing the slogan ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


x x * 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 


A hard-hitting quarterly journal fighting for the national- 
işt cause. Includes events from home and abroad. 
Subscription rates: Aust $8; NZ $12; Others $15. Obtain- 
able from PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, NSW 2000, 
Australia. Overseas: Cash preferred or add $4 to cheque. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: PO Box 1211, 


. Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 
BRITISH NATIONAIAST SONG-TAPE 


Containing 9 songs, including: Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White, 
Sons of Britain, Britain is a W hite Man’s Land, Members of 
the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at £3.50 plus 72p p&p. Copies and lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to: PO Box 75, 
Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 
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Successful activists’ seminars 


in London and Glasgow 


TWO HIGHLY SUCCESSFUL activists’ 
seminars were held in London and Glasgow 
in early August to assist BNP organisers and 
activists in S.E. England and Scotland 
respectively. 

The seminars were organised as a result of 
a slackening off of activity in the party in a 
number of areas around the country that was 
discernible in the Spring of this year. The 
series began with a seminar in Leeds for 
North of England members and the success of 
this event in generating greater local activity 
led to further events of a similar kind being 
_ Staged in other parts of the country. A seminar 
for Midlands activists is planned to take place 


At the London meeting party leader John 
Tyndall began the proceedings with a talk on 
the basic philosophy of a party activist and the 


responsibilities of leadership at national and 


local level. This was followed by a highly 
and interesting talk by Richard Edmonds on 
the techniques of paper selling and a further 
talk by David Bruce on other mechanics of 
local activity. Great stress was made in all 
talks on the importance of a regular output of 


the party’s literature. Mr. Bruce also stressed . 


how vital it‘was that branches kept regularly 
in touch with every member, active and non- 
active, by means of personal calls at 
members’ homes. He also stressed the impor- 
tance of fund-raising. At the end there was a 


questions and discussion period. 


The Glasgow event took place the- 


following Saturday, August 8th, with the 
same format except for the fact that Mr. 
Edmonds was not able to be present. In 
addition to Mr. Tyndall and Mr. Bruce 
speaking, there was a lively pep talk from 
local Chairman Gus McLeod. Organiser Eric 
Brana chaired the meeting. 

The result of these meetings is that 


members have become much more highly 
motivated in the field of activity, and such 
meetings will be a fixture in the future. | 


3 new groups formed 


in Birmingham in the later part of September. 


During the past month 3 new active groups of the 
British National Party have been formed in Nottingham, 
Luton and Lancaster. Any readers living in those areas 


considered very unjust to those of different | +0 
wishing to make contact with these groups should contact 


WHAT WE THINK 


(pag, trom page 3) 


~ pawn in a highly destructive political game - aa 
destructive of Britain’s most ancient military 
traditions and values. It is well known that 
Prince Charles (who else?) had a hand in this 
business, having felt unhappy at seeing 
unending columns of all-white guardsmen 
performing their drill on royal occasions. The 
word went down the line that, in the new 

‘multi-racial’ Britain, this simply would not 
do, and the Guards regiments were told to 
3 find some black recruits from somewhere — 
in fact anywhere. 

. Apparently, this recruit had a little trouble 
during | his training period, having been found 
to have offended against discipline and been 
given a Salutary punishment. This of course 
could not be allowed to prevent him passing 
out, however, and duly the great day came 
when he took part in that ceremony, to the 
delight of good multi-racialists everywhere. 

It is interesting that one of the pretexts 


given for the acceptance of this new recruit by - 
the Guards is that it is in accordance with © 


society’s new rules of ‘non-descrimination’. 
In fact, the Guards regiments have for years 
applied discriminatory rules against many 
would-be recruits and will continue doing so. 
For one thing, they refuse to accept applicants 
who are less than 5ft 8in tall. This clearly 
involves discrimination against the many 
very excellent soldiers who are less than that 
height. Some of our most distinguished 
members of the armed services, including 
Field Marshals Montgomery, Harding and 


Roberts and Admiral Nelson, would not have 


qualified for the Guards on these grounds. 
No-one has ever thought, however, to regard 
the Guards’ rules as ‘unjust’ or ‘discriminat- 
ory’ as a result — there have been other 
regiments and services that such men could 
join and in which they could rise on their own 
merits. When it comes to race, however, we 
are required, for some reason, to adopt 
different standards, and what was not 


considered unjust to men of smaller stature is- 
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ethnic background. 

Any Briton still in possession of healthy 
instincts will testify that there is something 
' aesthetically pleasing about the sight of a 
body of well drilled men on an army parade 
ground who .have the feature of looking 
similar to each other in respect of their height, 
physique and other characteristics. This is not 


to denigrate men of lesser height or physique, 


but simply to state a generally accepted fact of 
human nature. To people of the outlook of 
HRH Prince Charles, however, such a sight 


seems to be positively offensive. Hence his - 


pulling of strings to get the Guards regiments 
into line with multi-racialism. To deplore the 


presence of this latest recruit in the Guards © 


columns is not to denigrate black people but 
only to express disgust at the discarding of 
just one more time-honoured British tradit- 
ion, and for no reason which has the remotest 
thing to do with making our nation more 
efficient in wartime. — 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 
‘British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 


£1.20 plus 37p post 
plus £1.00 post 
plus £1.90 post 
plus £2.35 post 

- plus £2.55 post 
plus £2.75 post 
plus £2.95 post 
plus £3.25 post 

` ) Bulk rates 
) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist,. 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries conceming British Nat- 
jonalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. 


BNP Headquarters. 


IN THIS MAGAZINE there occur from time 
to time articles and reports which reflect 
unfavourably on some sections of the 
racial minorities in Britain, such as facts 
about crime, rioting, etc. These facts, and 
any opinions that are expressed in 
connection with them, are intended to 
i our readers of the failure of 
multi-racialism, not to encourage anyone 
to express hatred against members of 
racial minority groups. We oppose this _ 
hatred because it is entirely counter- 
productive and diverts attention from the 
real issue, which is that native British | 
Whites and coloured immigrants should . 


. be SEPARATED — in the interests of both. 
: ‘There are a number of members of racial 


When this anti-social behaviour by Whites 
occurs, we condemn it as much as we 
condemn similar behaviour by coloureds. 
Just as we feel it legitimate, however, to 
point out that football hooliganism is a 
form of behaviour for which Whites are 
mainly responsible, so we also maintain it 
to be legitimate, when racial minorities are 
implicated in certain forms of anti-social 
or criminal behaviour out of proportion to 
their numbers, to report this frankly and to 
discuss its implications for Britain’s 
future. 

in conclusion, we urge all those-who 
feel angered by the results of the multi- 
racial experiment not to vent their anger 
upon innocent members of racial 
minorities, but to join with us in taking 
lawful political action to oppose the polit- 
icians who have created the problem. 


Oy. 


‘Race hate’ material 


ATTORNEY GENERAL COPS OUT 


AS FROM THIS MONTH, the BNP Book Service is 
reinstating its original booklist, with just one or two titles 
omitted and one or two new ones added. The list can be 
found-on page 16. 

This follows efforts by the book service to obtain 
guidance from the office of the Attorney General as tq 
whether certain books on racial topics might, on submiss- 
ion of a complaint, become the subject of prosecution 
under Part 3 of the Public Order Act of 1986, under which 
the distributors of books containing material likely to 
cause ‘racial hatred’ would be liable to conviction and 


01-405 7641 Ext. 
Communications on this subject should 
be addressed to 


THE LEGAL SECRETARY 
ATTORNEY GENERAL’S CHAMBERS 


Our Ref: 13/35/110 


M Skeggs Esq 

BNP Book Service 
PO Box 446 
London 

SE23-2LS 


Dear Sir 


imprisonment. 

Copies of books which might come within this 
category were sent to the Attorney General with the 
request that our bookshop manager be informed whether 
it was considered that any of the books were actionable 


within the provisions of the Act. The reply we print 


below. The Attorney General’s office refused to assist. 

This shows the humbug behind the government’s new 
laws. If the government was genuinely concerned to 
prevent the spread of ‘racial hatred’, it would surely 
regard it as preferable to discourage the circulation of 


ATTORNEY GENERAL’S CHAMBERS, 


LAW OFFICERS’ DEPARTMENT, 
ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE, 
LONDON, W.C.2. 


6 July 1987 


Your letter dated llth June 1987 addressed to this office has been 


passed to me for reply. 


By the terms of their appointment the Law Officers may not provide legal 


advice to individuals. 


I am therefore unable to advise as you request 


in the penultimate paragraph of your letter. B. 


I return the publications enclosed with your. letter. 


Pours fc bE 


Nw lo AS 


D N KIRK 


“WE WASH OUR HANDS OF THE WHOLE BUSINESS” 
Reprint of letter from Attorney General’s office 


material liable to have this effect in the first place, rathe: 
than allow the material to be circulated and then, after the 
event, prosecute those responsible — when the awful 
deed has been done! The Attorney General’s response 
indicates quite clearly that what the government: is 
interested in doing is convicting and jailing white race 
patriots; it is not interested in assisting them to avoid 
being jailed by advising them how to steer clear of 
breaking the law! The government, in other words, 
wants the law to be broken so that it can then jail the 
lawbreakers — a perversion of all traditional principles 
of law enforcement. 

We have decided to call the government’s bluff. We 
are going ahead and putting the books up for sale once 
again. 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, | Hackney, 
London E8 4HH 


WEST LONDON | 
PO Box 33, Greenford, Middx. UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


NORTH ESSEX 
PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 


NORFOLK 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) | 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 


EAST MIDLANDS | 
+ PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


SOUTH WALES 
-PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
MANCHESTER 
PO Box: 16, Salford M6 SEP 
YORKSHIRE 
PO Box 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (W. Mid- 
lands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Bradford Halifax, Sheffield, 
Doncaster, Wakefield, Hull and Sunderland. If 
_ you want to make contact with any of these units, _ 
or start a new unit, please write to Party Head 
Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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WHERE DOES MRS. THATCHER 
REALLY STAND? | 


(Contd. trom page 14) 


. good British patriotic cause, which the Prime 


Minister was only too pleased to exploit in 
order to improve her standing with the elect- 
orate at home. We can be quite sure that the 
Falklands are booked for sell-out just as soon 


as the suitable political climate can be 


created. 


It is therefore impossible to go along 
with your contention that Mrs. Thatcher has 
started the process of “‘setting in reverse that 
revolution which, ever since the end of World 
War II, has been drawing Britain towards a 
total surrender of everything for which 
Britain has stood as a free and independent 
nation.” On the contrary, I am quite 
convinced that Mrs. Thatcher has 
accelerated that very revolution. | 

And we can be quite sure that Mrs. 

- Thatcher would never in the first place have 
been allowed to attain the leadership of the 
Tory Party, nor to receive the overwhelming 
press backing that she has received from Fleet 

Street over the years, were it not known that 

she was_a reliable and more-than-willing 


agent of the forces which control this country - 


and the contemporary Western World. 

You say: ‘‘She has had to ride along with 
the revolution.” I cannot think of a more 
willing rider! Of course I grant that everyone 
has to work within the terms of that old adage 
that politics are ‘‘the art of the possible,” but 
that does not remotely justify Mrs. Thatcher’s 
energetic co-operation with practically every 
nation-destroying trend that has been seen in 
British and international politics since she 
came to office in 1979. l 


I might be inclined to be a little more 
generous — though not much — to Thatcher 


were I to be able to judge her as a person with 


good intentions and sincerity in her make-up. 


I could never do so. Everything about the 
woman is false and affected through and 
through. I do not know which of the poses she 
adopts on television makes me squirm more: 
the ‘caring’ pose or the ‘Iron Lady’ one. 
While Ronald Reagan is an actor of the third 
rank, she is an actress of the fifth one — 
though it seems that her act is sufficiently 


Send 25p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 : 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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convincing to delude millions in a population 


that has largely lost its instinct to tell a cheap 
- counterfeit article from the genuine one. It 


certainly never deluded me. 

I am amazed where you describe Mrs. 
Thatcher’s opponents as ‘‘the intellectuals 
serving the other side, that is the side of Big 


Money.’’ Surely, even if we accept that the. 
camp of ‘Big Money’ is not monolithic and- 


that it has factions, like every other large 
organisim, we cannot possibly gainsay that 


the largest and most powerful forces in the 


camp of ‘Big Money’ are precisely those that 
have mobilised the newspaper world, which 
they control, to champion Mrs. Thatcher and 
her particular brand of politics, which might 
— crudely but factually — be termed ‘Kosher 
Conservatism’. 

To my mind, it is important.to remember 
that the terms ‘left’ and ‘right’ as used in the 
sham game of party politics and the super- 


ficial ‘conflict’ between international social- 


ism and banker-capitalism are utterly 


meaningless in the context of the real 
ideological divisions in this world and the real 


struggle of political power. Thus is rendered 
meaningless the fact that Mrs. Thatcher has 
has halted certain leftward trends in the fields 
of nationalisation of enterprises, industrial 
relations and, as mentioned previously, 
education. You and I both know that the true 
left/right conflict in this world is the conflict 


` between ‘one-world’ internationalism, on 


the one hand, and nationhood and racial 
integrity, on the other. In that conflict, all the 
powerful forces in the West today, and 
cértainly in Britain, stand on the left, and 
none of these so decisively so as Mrs. 
Margaret Thatcher and the alliance of 
interests that control her party. The real 
revolution taking place in the world of the 
20th century — not the toytown revolution 
believed in by the retarded minds which 
manifest their presence in anti-nuclear sit- 
downs and demos against apartheid — is one 


‘that our present Prime Minister, far from 


reversing, is zealously promoting. If she 
wasn’t, she simply wouldn’t be where she is! 
As I know you will agree, friends must 
sometimes differ, and I offer these criticisms 
as a friend and not as an enemy. I have such a 
high regard for, and valuation of, your 
writings that it pains me to see them ‘off 
course’ in this way. I hope anyway that my 
comments are of some help to you — you will 
surely know that I would not have devoted 
three pages of A4 paper to a journal I did not 
care deeply about. It will have been worth the 
effort and time if it leads you to reconsider 
some of the things you said in the article in 
question, or at least the way in which you 
phrased them. 
With very best wishes, 


Yours sincerely 
JOHN TYNDALL 


